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COMMUNITYRELATIONSPLAN

FOrT HE

I NAVALAIE STATION

ALAMEDA,CALIFORNIA

!
1.0 INTRODUCTION

I This CommunityRelationsPlan (CRP)has been developedfor the U. S.

Navy, WesternDivisionNaval FacilitiesEnglneerin5 Command(WESTDIV)and the

I Naval Air Station(NAS)Alameda. The activitiesidentifiedin this CRP will

be implementedas part of the remedialactioneffortbeing conductedunder the

I InstallationRestoration(IR)Programat NAS Alameda. All remedialand
Navy's

communityrelationsactivitiesare being performedin cooperationand close

I coordinationwith the CaliforniaDepartmentof HealthServices(DHS)tosatisfythe DHS RemedialActionOrder issuedto NAS Alamedaon June 30, 1988.

The CommandingOfficerof NAS Alameda,CaptainRoger Boennighausen,has

I committedthe personneland other resourcesnecessaryto establishand

implementan open and participatorycommunityrelationsprosramat NAS

Alameda.

I The purposeof this CRP is to carryout thatco--,itmentby identifyingthe concernsof potentiallyaffectedand/orinterestedcommunitymembers

relatedto currentand plannedremedialactionactivitiesat NAS Alameda;

I establishing procedures to address those concerns; maintaining open, t_o-way

co_aunication between the Naval Air Station and the interested community; and

I providingopportunitiesfor that communityto participatemeaningfullyin the
decisionsrelatedto the investigationof contaminationand the selectionof

I appropriatecleanupmethods.

This CRP containsthe followingsections:!
i. Introduction

I 2. Site Background
3. CommunityProfile

I
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4. Community Concerns

I 5. Objectives of the Community Relations Program for NAS Alameda
6. Minimum Comaunity Relations Requirements

I 7. Community Relations Activities and Techniques8. Relationship of Community Relations Activities to IR Technical

Process

!
In addition this Plan includes four Appendices. Appendix A-1 contains a

I list of individuals interviewed for this CRP. Appendix A-2 contains a
preliminary mailing list for the site, including all persons interviewed for

I the preparation of this plan. Appendix B identifies suitable locations forholding public meetings and for making site-related information easily

accessible to community members. Appendix C is a glossary of terms used in

I thisCRP or likelyto be heard duringdiscussionsof the NAS AlamedaCRP.
AppendixD containsan uncategorizedllstof itemsplacedcurrentlyin the

I AdministrativeRecord.

This CRP is based on interviews and discussions conducted betweenOctober and November of 1988 with residents of the Alameda community and

representatives of the following groups and agencies:

I
• City of Alameda officials;

I • Other local and elected officials;
• Federal and State representatives;

i • California Department of Health Services;• Regional Water Quality Control Board;

• U.S. Envirormental Protection Agency;

I • Bay Area Air Quality Management District; and
• Other local regulatory agencies.

I
Finally, it is important to point out that this CRP is a working

i document. As such, changes in activities described in this plan will occur asthe concerns and information needs of the community change, or as other

circumstances warrant.

i
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The designated NAS Alameda contact person for community relations

I activities at the site is:

Virginia Felker-Thorpe

I Public Affairs OfficerBuilding i, Room 161
NAS Alameda

I Alameda, CA 94501-5000(415) 869-4101

I The designated NAS Alameda contact person for technical questions and
other questions related to the remedial action activity is:

i Randy Care
Environmental Officer

l Facilities Management Office, Building 114Naval Air Station
Alameda,CA 94501-5000

I (415) 869-4731

The designated California Department of Health Services contact person

for community relations activities at the site is:

I Shirley BufordCommunity Relations Coordinator
Toxic Substances Control Division

North Coast California Section

I 5850ShellmoundStreet,Suite130Emeryville, CA 94608
(415) 540-3401

!
The designated California Deparement of Health Services contact person

I for technical questions and other questions related to the remedial actionactivity is the Project Officer for the site:

I Don Cox
NAS Alameda Project Officer

Toxic Substances Control Division

I North Coast California Section5850 Shellmound Street, Suite 130

Emeryville, CA 94608
(415) 540-3401

!
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2.0 SITE BACKGROUND

I The Naval Air Station(NAS)Alamedais locatedat the west end of the

i islandof Alameda,in Alamedaand San FranciscoCounties,California. AlamedaIslandis found along the easternside of San FranciscoBay, as shown on the

locationmap in Exhibiti. Alamedaoccupies2,634 acresand is approximately

I two long and one mile wide. Most of the easternportionof the Air
miles

Stationhas been developedwith officesand industrialfacilities,while

i runwaysand supportfacilitiesoccupythe westernpart of the station.
Adjacentto the facilityon the northeastcornerlles the Todd Shipyards.

i Three publicschools-- the GeorgeP. MillerElementarySchool,ChipmanJuniorHigh School,and EncinalHighSchool--arelocatedlessthanone-halfmile
from NAS Alameda.

!
2.1 Overviewof FacllltvO_era_io_a

I Originallya penlnsula,thelandthatisnowAlamedaIslandwas the

scene of early industrialactivity. An oll reflnerywas constructedin 1879

by the Pacific Coast Oil Company and later purchased by the Standard Oil

Company, which operated the plant until 1903. In 1876, a team of engineers

i cut a channelthroughthe penlnsula's San Leandro with the
tip, linking Bay

main portion of San Francisco Bay and making Alameda an island. Dredging was

I conducted to deepen the canal and, in 1902, the Tidal Canal was opened. At
this time, 20-mule teams hauled raw borax out of Death Valley for shipment to

Alameda's Pacific Coast Borax Works, which was located at the present site of

i the aircraft engine overhaul building.

i The United States Army acquired the site from the of Alameda
City on

December 2, 1930, and began construction on the site during the following

I year. As part of these construction activities, the army drilled and tested a12-inch well. Both the Army well and another well, which had been sunk in the

vicinity of Buildings 26 and 52, were eventually shut down due to natural

i mercury contamination.

!
4
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The Navy acquiredtitlefor the area in the Fall of 1936 from the Army.

i Two years later,in responseto eventsin CentralEuropethatwould eventuallylead to World War II, the Navy began constructionof the Air Station. On

NovemberI, 1940,the Air Stationwas officiallycommissionedand turnedover

I to a Navy personneland civilians. The stationwas placedon
staff of 200

war-timealert on December7, 1941,when the JapaneseattackedPearlHarbor.

i. In an effortto provideexpandedsupportto the war forces,additionalland
was acquiredadjacentto the Air Stationand largerbuildlngswere added to

the stillunfinishedoriginalplant. Alamedabecamethe "aviationgatewayto

l the Pacific,"funnelingsoldiersand suppliesto overseasdestinations.Along

with this expansionof the Air Station,the small townof Alamedagrew rapidly

I from a communityof 30,000to a bustling of more than 85,000.
city

l Constructionof Air Stationfacilitiescontinuedat a rapid pace untilthe end of World War If. Followingthe war, the Navy returnedto its original

primarymissionof providingfacilltlesand supportfor fleet aviation

I activities. The KoreanConflictand VietnamWar broughtabout increased

activityincludingextensiverevisionsto the runwaysystem,and construction

of additionaloverhaulshops and supplystoragefacilities. Today,NAS
Alamedacontinuesto providefacilitiesand supportfor fleet aviation

I activities.

2.2 Discovery of Contamination and Aeencv Involvement

!
Hazardous waste contamination at NAS Alameda is the result of numerous

I routine operations conducted at the facility between the 1940s and late '70s,
a period when relatively little was known about the impacts of hazardous

I materialsandwhen stringentfederaland Statehazardouswaste disposalregulationswere not in effect. TypicalNAS Alamedaoperationsduringthis

time included: metal platingand paint stripping;aircraftmaintenance,

I fuelingand enginetesting;vehicleservicestations;pest control;missile

reworklng;operationof a power plant;and fire responsetraining.

I

!



Recent studies by the Navy have identified four sites on NAS Alameda

i propertywith contaminantconcentrationshigh enoughto warrantadditionalinvestigation.In addition,16 other siteswithinthe facilitycurrentlyare

being evaluatedto determinewhetherthey are contaminated.These 20 separate

I sites are illustratedin Exhibit2. The known contaminantsthat
or suspected

have been identifiedto date include: heavy metals;aviationfuel; organic

I compounds,includingbenzene,tolueneand xylene;platingchemicals;solvents;
paint; pesticides;oll and grease;and polychlorlnatedbiphenyls(PCBs). On

the basis of investigationsconductedto date,none of these 20 sites is

I believedto pose an immediatethreatto the healthof the neighboring

community. Exhibit3 identifiesthe 20 studyareas,and providesan

I explanationof the industrial reportedto have occurredin the area
processes

and the wastesgeneratedby theseactivities.

I The Navy began investigatingchemicalconcentrationsin the solland

8roundwaterat NAS Alamedain 1978,when it developeda plan to close one of

I its landfills,the West Beach Landfill(Sitei) in accordancewith State and

local regulations. Duringthe late 1970s and early 1980s,various

Investigationsand designsfor closureof the sitewere completedby Navy
contractorsin conjunctionwith the CaliforniaRegionalWater QualityControl

I Board (RWQCB),the CaliforniaStateWater ResourcesControlBoard (SWRCB)andthe Bay Conservationand DevelopmentCommission(BCDC). Due to a seriesof

difficultiesencounteredat the site,an approvedplan for closurehas not

I been completedand implemented.On September28, 1983, the RWQCB issuedthe

Navy an Order of Closurefor the West BeachLandfill. The closurestatement

I containedspecificationsfor the final landfillcoverand closureplans,and
establisheddue dates for completingspecifictasks and submittingcompliance

I reports.

On June Ii,1987,theRWQCB issueda secondorder to NAS Alameda

I requiringa Solid Waste AssessmentTest (SWAT)at both the West BeachLandfill
and the 19&3-1956Landfill. The SWAT precludescompletionof the landfill

I closurerequirementsfor the West Beach Landfilluntil SWAT is completed. The
SWAT requirementsare incorporatedintothe Scheduleand SamplingPlan for the

!
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RI/FS, as are the monitoring wells and soll sampling required by the original

I closure order. The West Beach Landfill is being addressed as one of the 20sites includedin the Navy'sremedialactionefforts.

I In 1980,the Navy began a programto identify,assess,and control
contaminationresultingfrompast hazardousmaterialsand hazardouswaste

I managementpractices. The first actionin this programinvolvedan Initial
AssessmentStudy (IAS),which the Navy completedin 1983. For this study,the

i Navy investigated12 sitesbelievedto be potentialareas of contamination,and recommendedseven of thesesites for furtherstudy. Site identification

and assessmentduring the IAS was based primarilyon an evaluationof existing

I data, includingmaterialpurchaseand disposalrecords,previoussite
investigations,and other detailedinformationregardingpast and presentsite

I operations.

i In May 1985, the Navy completedthe secondstepof thisprogram, calleda VerificationStudy, for the sevensites stillunder investigation.The

VerificationStudy involvedsamplingand analysisof soils and groundwaterat

each of the sites. It verifiedthat fourof the
seven seven contained

contaminantconcentrationshigh enoughto warrantthe developmentof

I remediatlonwork plans. These sitesare the four sites of known contamination
currently under investigation at NAS Alameda. Exhibit 4 identifies the

specific areas addressed in the IAS, the Verification Study, and the present

I IR Program.

I Department Services (DHS) and the U.S.
The California of Health

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) reviewed and commented on both of these

I earlierstudiesconductedby the Navy. Based on DHS and EPA's commentson the
two preliminarystudies,the Navybegan investigatinga totalof 20 study

i areas in February1988. On June 30, 1988,DHS issuedNAS Alamedaa RemedialAction Order (It%O)that establisheda time frame for conductingsite

investigationsand submittingspecifiedplanningdocuments.!

!



According to the Commanding Officer, NAS Alameda presently is in

i compliancewith hazardouswaste regulationsfor the properhandlinganddisposalof hazardouswaste currentlygeneratedat the Station. NAS Alameda

disposesall hazardouswaste generatedoff-slteat permitteddisposal

I NavalAviationDepot,Alameda-- the largest"tenant"industrial
facilltles.

activityat NAS Alameda-- is replacingseverallarge industrialfacilities

I with new facilitiesthatwill greatlyenhancethe Navy'shazardouswastemanagementprogram. Thesenew facilitiesincludea corrosioncontrol

i facility,a paint hangar,and a platingfacility.

In addition,the Navy will continueto investigateand subsequently

I clean the 20 sitesmentioned in with all federaland
up above, compliance

State laws and regulations.The Navy'spresentinvestigationsare being

I undertakenin the contextof the U.S. Departmentof Defense'sInstallationRestoration(IR)Program. The IR Programis a nationwideeffortto identify

and cleanupenvironmentalcontaminationat all Departmentof Defense

I installationsacrossthe country. Under the termsof the IR Program,the Navy

will submita draftWork Plan for the upcomingRI/FS activitieson December

13, 1988, as agreedupon by both DHS and the Navy. Severalof the components
in the draft Work Planhave alreadybeen submittedto DHS.

!

!
!
!
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EXHIBIT 1 (Page I of 8)

SITE DESCRIPTIONS

HAS ALANEDA

AREA OF CONCERN SITE DESCRIPTION SITE ACTIVITY WASTE GENERATED

1. 1943-1956 Disposal Area 120 acres; northwestern corner of Approximtety 15,000 to 200,000 Aircraft engines, cooked garbage,

the Station; Oakland inner Harbor tons of uaste was disposed at the cables, scrap metal, waste Hit,
tines its northern perimeter, the site between 1943 and 1956. The paint waste, solvents, cleaning

San francisco Bay lines its vestern disposal method consisted of compounds, construction debris,

perimeter, digging trenches to the water and some radioactive material.
table, fitting them with waste, and

compacting the material with a
bulldozer. Cover material was

_" applied on an irregular basis.p-*

2. West Beach Landfill 110 acres; southwestern corner of A maximumof 992,800 tons of Nonicipet garbage, solvents, Hit
the Station; adjacent to and south municipal garbage which included waste, paint waste, strippers,

of the 1943-1956 Otsposet Area; the 30,000 - 300,000 tons of hazmrdous thinners, sludges, plating wastes,
San Francisco Hay is located along waste were disposed at the landfill industrial strippers and cleaners,
its Western and southern between 1958 and 1978, when acids, mercury, poiych|orinated

perimeters; the site is vegetated, disposal operations ceased, biphenyls (PCB) - contaminated
contains a S-acre pond that fluids, batteries, tow-level

supports diverse wildlife, radioactive material, scrap metal,
inert ordnance, spoiled food,

asbestos, pesticides, tear gas
agents, infectious waste,

creosote, and waste medicines and
reagents.
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EXHIBIT 1 (continued) (Page 2 of 8)

SITE DESCRIPTIONS

gAS ALAMEDA

AREA OF CONCERN SITE DESCRIPTION SITE ACTIVITY UASTE GENERATED

3. Area 97 30 - 40 acre split area; A 2-acre parcet of the area Aviation gasoline.
Imaecilatety west of the EHt Gate. previousty contained 5 partieity

The site is nov tandscepod uith an buried aviation gasoline (AVGAS)
aircraft mounted in the center of tanks. Up to 365,000 gattons of

the area. AVGASmay have reeked into the
shsttow groundt_ater at this site,
from the 1960's until 1978. In

1979, concentrations of gssotine

vapors were discovered in severs

_., end utittty ducts.
r_3

4. Building 360 The Sultding 360 Prating Shop is The engine cleaning shop has been Ptettng chomicats (including
the main area of known in operation since 1954. Anatyticat cyanide), caustics, atkatine

contamination. Other areas of data taken in 1982 and 1983 from permanganate, creasing sotvents,
concern include the angina cleaning the salt sampting under the floor hydrochtoric acid, nitric acid,

shop, the paint shop, end the point of the plating shop indicates that paint remover, phosphoric acid,

stripping shop. the soil is quite atkatine, utth rust corrosion remover, and sodium
mast of the pH values fatting hydroxide.

between 9.1 end 9.8. Cyanide

levels have been detected up to 118
mg/kg. In earty 1979, chemicsts

seeped through the cleaning shop
floor and contaminated soil beneath

the shop. in June, 1982, the top 4
inches of contaminated soil in the

cleaning shop was removed.



EXNIBIT 1 (continued) (Pmge 3 of 8)

SITE DESCRIPTIONS
HAS ALAMEDA

AREA OF CONCERN SITE DESCRIPTION SITE ACTIVITY WASTE GENERATED

5. Building 5 18.5 acres; between First and Building 5 house a variety of Rinse tank usstewater,
Second Streets. activities including cleaning, concentrated bath dumps, plating

reuorktng and manufacturing of tank sludges, caustic cleaners,

metal parts, toot maintenance, cyanide stripper bath dumps.
plating, painting, paint Wasteuater from the paint shops

stripping, and conversion coating, contains high levels of chromium,
zinc, iron, and phenol.

6. Building 41 One of several hangers located Intermediate repair station for Chemicals stored in the building
atone the northern boundary of the aircraft components for transient Included: dry cleaning fluid,

Seapiime Lagoon. and tenant aircraft. Items trichlorofluoroethane, 6083 oil,
repaired include: hydraulics, trtchloroethsne, paint wastes and
brakes, avionics, engines, strippers, end used hydraulic

electrical wiring, and fluids. No release of wastes are

instrumentation. A paint stripping documented but paint stripper may
tank and drummedwastes were stored have been released to the nearby

outside of the building, storm sewer.



EXHIBIT 1 (continued) (Page 4 of 8)

SITE DESCRIPTIONS

HASALAMEDA

AREA OF CONCERN SITE DESCRIPTION SITE ACTIVITY UASTE GENERATED

7. Buildings 162, 459, 547 Suitding 162 ties adjacent to the Building 162 may have been used as Leaded end unleaded gasoline.
(Service Stations) elites side of the SeapLane s service station by the Navy

Lasoon. Building 459 ties O.S- Exchange. Suspected Leakage is
mite north of the east gate. being investigated in the IR
BuiLding 547 ties midway between Program. BuiLding 459 has been in

the East and South Gates. operation since 1964 and had three

gas tanks removed due to suspected

Leakage. BuiLding 547, in

__, operation from 1971 to
*" approximately 1980, had Leaking

feed tines that were replaced.

8. BuiLding 114 0.3-mite south of the Netn Gate on The eastern portion of the building Steam cleaning, paint stripping,
(Pest Control and Separator Avenue C between Third end Fourth houses the Public Works Shops that and paint spray booth westeueter,

Pit) Streets. ere used for wood working, paints, solvents, pesticides, and

painting, paint stripping, steam herbicides.
cleaning, and pesticide and

herbicide storage and operations.

9. BuiLding 410 O.3-mite vest of the South Gate, on BuiLding 410 houses the aircraft OiLs, paints, paint strippers and

(Paint Stripping) Eighth Street between Avenues L end paint stripping operations for NAS detergents, and wastewaters
N. ALameda. containing high concentrations of

chromium, phenols, and methylene
chloride.



EXNIBIT 1 (continued) (Page 5 of 8)

SITE DESCRIPTIONS

NAS ALANEDA

AREA OF CONCERN S|TE DESCRIPTION SiTE ACTiViTY WASTE GENERATED

10. Buildings 400 and 530 Building 400 ties It the Former site of missile rework Paint sludges, metal shavings,

(Hissite Rework Operations) northwestern corner of the Seaplane operations; activities at these paint strippers, trichtoroethene,
Lagoon, on Avenue f. Building 530 buildings include electrical carbon tetrachloride, testing

ties Illedistety west of the South maintenance, cleaning, grinding, fluids, oils end greases.
Gate. welding, paint stripping, and Although no releases ere

painting, docu_nted, wastes may have
spilled or leaked from the
industrial sewer.

U1

11. Building 14 Adjacent to the eastern side of the Building 14 houses two active Nercury

(Test Shop) Seaplane Lagoon, on Fifth Street. engine testing chambers. The
second floor of the building is

occupledby a number of

laboratories that appear to use

sutl quantities of mercury in
manometers and thermometers.

12. Building 10 On Avenue C between Second and Building 10 houses seven operative Bunker "C" fuet.
(Power Plant) Third Streets. baiters that are primarily fueled

by natural gas; diesel fuel is used

for beck-up purposes. Eight above-
ground diesel tanks also are housed

In the building.
Bunker "C" fuel that was stored in

underground tanks was used until
the early 1970's.

13. Oil Refinery 12DO-foot by 120D-foot disposal The Pacific Coast Oil Refinery was Refinery waste and asphalt-type
area; southeastern corner of the in operation from 1879 to 1903. residue.
Station.
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EXHIBIT 1 (continued) (Page 6 of 8)

SITE DESCRIPTIONS

HASALANEDA

AREA OF CONCERN SITE DESCRIPTION SITE ACTIVITY WASTE GENERATED

14. Fire Training Area In the vicinity of Buitding 443, on A steer tank, which sits on a Heavy meter residues from the fuet

the northern perimeter of the concrete stab on the site is used burning process.
Station. to burn waste fuets from NAS

Alameda plane defueting
operations. The site atso serves
as • fire extinguisher discharge

point, and fire-fighting training

_._ area. Ansutaite fire-fighting foam
o_ is mixed in a nearby tank and used

to extinguish fires.

15. auitding 301 and 389 SO0 feet intancl free the Oakland Storage areas for etectricaI

Inner Harbor channel; north of equipment, ott filled transformers

Runway T-25. and other disused machinery. Some
PCB routinely was drained from

transformers and spread on the
ground to controt weed growth.

Buitding 389 has been torn down
but the concrete ftoor stab and

perimeter footings stilt remain.
PCB oiL.



EXHIBIT 1 (continued) (Page ? of 8)

SITE DESCRIPTlOBS

HASALAMEDA

AREAOF CONCERN SITE DESCRIPTION SITE ACTIVITY UASTEGENERATED

16. CANSC-2 Area 6.S-acre storage/spilt area; Storage area for hazardous Wastes stored at the site include
southeastern corner of the Station. materla|s. Nateriats were stored solvents, paints, paint strippers,

outside in containers that tasked, organic chemicals, PCBs, acids,

corroded or were open, resulting in and bases.
spirts. A PC8 transformer leaked

in the area, and PCDs were sprayed
for weed control until 1963. 10

cubic yards of PCB-contaminated
soil from the transformer task were
removed in 1982...j

17. Seaplane Lagoon 110 acres; southern side of the From 1943 to 1975, the lagoon Wasteuaters containing heavy

Station. The lagoon ranges In served as a receiving basin for an metals, solvents, paints,

depth from 12 to 20 feetB @q;)ening estimated 300 million gallons of detergents, acids, atkmites,

to the San Francisco Hay in the wastewater from industrial end caustics, mercury, Hit, grease,

southwestern corner, storm sewer outfatis. Ships docked pesticides, PCBs, and fuel.

st the piers discharged waste

water that swept into the lagoon

by tidal action. During the 1960s

end *70s, bottom paint from suit

boats anchored in the lagoon would

occassionmtiy dissolve.

18. Station Sewer System Industrial and storm sewers serving Since 1943, the Station Sewer Wastewater containing plating

Buildings 5, 360, 410, 114, 400, System has received wastes from the bath dumps, paints, paint

14, and 10. industrial processes occurring in strippers, pesticides and

the buildings it serves, herbicides, waste fuels and oils,

solvents, and possibly PCB-
contaminated oils.



EXHIBIT 1 (continued) (Page 8 of 8)

SITE DESCRIPTIONS

gAS ALAMEDA

AREA OF CONCERN SITE DESCRIPTION SiTE ACTIVITY WASTE GENERATED

19. Yard D-13 1.S acres; 1500 feet east of the Potentlatiy hazardous wastes, Wastes stored here included

SespLIme Lagoon; imledtatety generated by various shops, were alkalies, Poison B, acids, acid
southwest of BuiLding 360. stored in 55-gaLLon drums, oxidizers, ftammabtes and

€ombustibtes.

20. Estuary 2.2-mite harbor charmer bordering Frma 1943 to 1975, the estuary Wastewater containing organics,
(Oaktand Inner Harbor) NAS Atameda. received approximatety 150 mittion metals, detergents, sits, and

gattons of untreated industriat or pesticides.
co nonindustrial wastewster through

the stormwater sewers.
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IDliZE1T 2 (Page 1 of 2)

(XRPARATIVE SITE LL.q'rlNG

Reommsmded

_ktressed forRmmdial Sitesdropped
Areas A_dressed in 1985 Action1985 frumstudy SitesAdded SitesAddressed
of in 1983 Verification Verification list since since 1983 in

Concern IAS Study Study Study 1983 Study Study IR

i. 1943-1956 X X X X*
DisposalArea

2. WestBeach X X X X*
Landfill

3. Area 97 X X X X*
%o

4. Building 360 X X X X*

5. Building 5 X*

6. Building41 X

7. Building 162, X
459, 547

8. Buildinq114 X

9. Building 410 X

10. Building 400 X
and 530

ii. Building14 X

* Areasof knownContamination



2 (_) (PaOe2 of 2)

_TIVE SITE I_

Re.reminded
Addressed forRm_dlal Sitesdropped

Areas Addressed in 1985 Action1985 fromstudy Sites_ Sites Adkh_sed
of in 1983 Verification Verification listsince since 1983 in

con_rn _s_ stay mmdy 1983Study s_rly m Program

12. Buildingi0 X

13. Oil Refinery X X

14. FireTraining X X
Area

_o
o 15. Building301 X X X

& 389

16. Cans C-2 Area X X X

17. Seaplanelagoon X X X

18. StationSe__r X
System

19. Yard D-13 X

20. Estuary X X

21. Piers & X X
TurningBasin

22. Fuel Line X X

* Areas of known Contamination



3.0 COMMUNITYPROFILE

! The immediate"community"of Naval Air Station(NAS)Alamedais

generallydefinedas NAS Alamedaitself,the Cityof Alameda,adjacent

I portionsof the City of Oaklandand the body of water known as San Francisco

Bay (theBay). Becausemany differentJurisdictionsborder on the Bay, NAS

I Alamedacleanupactivitiesthat affectthe Bay watersare of interestand
concernto the largerBay Area community.

I NAS Alamedais locatedon the easternshore of the San FranciscoBay in

the City of Alamedaand the Countyof Alameda. Municipalitiessurroundingthe

I City include Albany, Berkeley, and Emeryville to the north; Fremont, Hayward,

Newark, San Leandro, and Union City to the south; and Oakland immediately to

I the east. The greaterSan FranciscoBay Area consistsof nine countieswith a
totalpopulationof over fivemillion. AlamedaCountyhas a populationof 1.3

I million;the City of Alameda,76,000;and NAS Alameda,roughly20,000.

NAS Alameda,and its over 40 tenantcommands,is the primaryemployerin

the Cityof Alameda,supporting12,000Navy personnelstationedat the base
(with 8,000dependents)and an additional6,000 civilianemployees. Moreover,

I NAS Alamedarepresentsthe fourthlargestcivilianemployerin AlamedaCounty,
Just behind the Countyof Alameda(9,000employees),LawrenceLivermore

I NationalLaboratories(8,500employees),and the Universityof California(6,000employees).

I The median income in Alameda County is $27,800 per household. The
largest commercial industrial sector in Alameda County is retail trade and

I services, employing roughly 200,000 people. Manufacturing employs only 76,000
people, although this is changing with the recent development of several high-

I technologyindustrialparks,suchas the MarinaVillageand HarborBay Isle.In addition,the Port of Oakland,situatedadjacentto NAS Alameda,is the

largestcommercialport on San FranciscoBay. Severalissuesrelatingto NAS

I_ Alameda,such as environmentalcleanupand dredging,potentiallycan have a
directeffecton Port of Oaklandactivities.

|,
21

I



!

I Alamedacommunityrepresentatives,publicofficials,churchrepresentatives,businesses,and residentsgenerallysupportthe Navy and

believeit has contributedto the communityof Alameda,both as an employer

I and as a good neighbor. WithinAlamedaare severalcommunitygroupsthat take
a great interestin activitiesat NAS Alameda. Some of these groups

i characterizea segmentof the Alamedacommunitythat,while generally
acceptingof the Navy, are concernedabout the effectthat the Navy'spresence

I in the Bay area has on theirlives.

The Bay area communityinterestedin and/orconcernedaboutNAS Alameda

i can be categorizedinto four relativelydistinctgroups,each of which has a
legitimate,thoughsomewhatdifferent,interestin the cleanupactivitiesat

i NAS Alameda: (i) City of Alamedaresidents; (2)base employeesand resident
Navy personnel;(3) localofficials,businessesand organizations;and (4)

members of other regional interest 8roups with an ongoing interest in theoverallactivitiesof the Navy in the Bay area. While these groupsshare

severalcommon interestsand concerns,suchas environmentaland health

issues,each has specificcharacteristicsthat differfrom thoseof the

others:

i i. Alamedaresidentshave demonstrateda keen interestin site

i activities,but typicallyexpressconfidencethat Navy officialswill take all necessaryand appropriateactionsto preventthe

occurrenceof significanthealthand environmentalimpactson

i residentsbeyond Facility's
the boundaries.

I 2. Base employees and resident Navy personnel have also expressed akeen interest in site activities. One of the NAS trade unions in

I particular, the IAM&AW, has expressed a strong interest in workerrlght-to-know and health and safety issues related to the NAS

cleanup and to new construction activities adjacent to cleanup

I sites.

!
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3. Local officials and businesses are perhaps the most diverse of the

I three groups identified. While business owners generally have
chosen to play only a minor role to date in community involvement

i activities regarding site cleanup, local, State and Federalelected officials have expressed disparate views about the issue.

4. The fourth identified comprises several environmental
major group

and other interest groups -- each with its own orientation. Some

I of the most active groups in this category are the Alameda PeaceEducation Network (APEN), Western States Legal Foundation, East

Bay Coalition for a Demilitarized Bay, and the local chapter of

I Greenpeace. These groups typically are very knowledgeable

regarding applicable environmental regulations, and usually submit

I the majority of the comments received during community involvement
milestones. Other environmental organizations have expressed a

I strong interest in working closely with the Navy on siteactivities as long as open communication is maintained and

progress at the site continues in a timely manner.

!
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4.0 COMMUNITYCONCERNS

i The followingcommunityconcernswere expressedduringinterviews

conductedin Octoberand November1988and at two communityScopingMeetings

I held 1988 the Alameda Schoolin Alameda. Navy
on September26, at High

representatives interviewed 40 community members representing elected and

In appointedofficials;governmentagenciesat the local,state,and federallevel;interestgroupsrepresentinga varietyof perspectives;and Alameda

residents. For a completellstof individualsinterviewedfor this Plan, see

I AppendixA-1.

I On the basis of the concernsexpressedin these interviews,the Navy
will designand implementa targetedcommunityrelationsprogramfor the IR

I Programat NAS Alameda. This programis describedin Sections5 and 7 below.

Duringthe courseof theseinterviews,commentswere made and concerns

I raisedrelatingto the homeportlngof the USS Missouriand generalNavy or

militaryissues. These concernsdo not specificallyrelateto NAS Alameda's

IR Program,therefore,thisCommunityRelationsPlan doesnot addressthese
issues.

I 4.1 Public Health Risks

I A concern cited by several interviewees is the potential health risk

posed by the contamination to present and past employees, cleanup contractors

I and transporters, and residents of the facility and the surrounding community.
Several people questioned whether the Navy has made any estimates as to the

I types of contaminants to which people may have been exposed, the levels ofexposure, or the possible health effects of such exposures. Noted were

possible risks to students at the three public schools in the immediate

I vicinityof NAS Alameda,risksto pregnantwomen,and the risk of eatingfish
caughtin the area.

!
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Potentialhealtheffectson facility employeeswas singledout as an

I issue of concern by several people. In particular, the potential for exposureto hazardousmaterialsposedby currentoperationswas mentioned;specifically

citedwere the effectsof metals (especiallyaluminum),radioactivematerials,

I asbestos,isocyanate,and paint strippingchemicals. Informationon the
possibleimpactson publichealthof dredgingcontaminatedsedimentsalsowas

I requested. A relatedrequestwas for the Navy to provideadditional
informationon the publichealthevaluationprocess,as well as to providean

I accuraterepresentationthroughoutthe remedialprocessof the potentialpublichealth risksposed by remedialactivities.

I 4.2 Risks to the Environment

I Most of the individualsinterviewedfor thisCRP expressedconcernabout
a varietyof potentialenvironmentalimpactsof both the contaminationand the

I cleanupactivitiesat NAS Alameda. Severalpeopleexpressedgeneralconcernsaboutwater pollutionin the Bay, groundwatercontamination,air pollution,

and soil and sedimentcontamination,as well as the desirethat environmental

impacts carefully evaluated throughout the IR process. The environmental
be

resources identified in the interviews as being of particular concern include

i San Francisco Bay, the Oakland estuary, wetlands, fish and wildlife,
endangeredspecies,benthicorganisms,foragingand nestinghabitats,and

i otherwildlifehabitats. Somepeoplestatedthat addressingBay contaminationshouldbe secondin priorityonly to addressinghuman healthrisks.

I Water Quality

i The proximity of San Francisco Bay to the contaminated areas led many
interviewed to emphasize their concern about impacts to Bay water quality.

Some interviewees believe that the regional water quality issue will be the

I binding link among several interested parties and that the Navy could gain

significant community support by demonstrating its willingness to address the

I issue aggressively. Specific water quality concerns expressed include
contaminant migration into the Bay, dredging and dredge spoil disposal,
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dischargingtreatedwater into the Bay, contaminantmigrationthroughthe Ba>

I systemvia water and sediments,landfillleachate,undergroundstoragetankleaks,radioactivesubstances,cleanupactivitiesselected,contaminantsfrom

hazardousmaterialsaccidentsreachingthe Bay, trlbutyltin marinepaint,and

I Bay-groundwaterinteractions.

I Fish and Wildlife

i Severalof those interviewedstatedtheirconcernsabout impactsto fishand wildliferesources. Some of the wildliferesourceagencies,among others,

stated that the fisheriesresourcesof the Bay are Importantbiologicallyand

I economicallyto the Bay Area. Specificconcernsidentifiedby those
interviewedincludefood chainbioaccumulation,directcontaminantuptakeby

I wildlife,and disturbingwildlifeactivities. Somestatedthat the healthof
the Bay estuarysystemaffectsnot only fisheriesresources,but a great

i number of wildliferesourcesas well, sincethe Bay is a major winter feedinggroundand is part of the PacificFlyway. Many interviewedstatedthat they

would like assurancesthat cleanupactivitiesin the Bay do not impactfish

resources, expressed a desire to see mitigation
and wildlife Someinterviewed

for unavoidable environmental impacts, particularly those arising from the

I cleanup activities.

i Endangered Species

Potential impacts to the least tern, an endangered species, at NAB

I Alamedaalso is of severalof those
concern to interviewed. The least tern

population at NAB Alameda has been monitored for approximately eight years,

I according to a biologist conducting the surveys at the facility. Those
interviewed stated that the Navy is aware of the species' presence and

i generally has been careful to avoid impacting the least terns. Intervieweesexpressed concern about cleanup activities that could disturb the birds during

nesting season, contamination of nesting and foraging areas, and disruption of

I feeding areas nearby activities and cleanup
habitatand from construction

activities. One agencyindicateda desireto enhancethe West Beach landfill
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as wildlife habitat, but recognized the complexity of the issues surrounding

I such an action.

4.3 Perception of the Navv's Openness and its Public Involvement

I Process

I A concern mentioned by several of those interviewed related to general
perceptions of the Navy and a desire that the public involvement process be

I more "open and balanced than has been typical of the Navy." Several peoplestated that, in their view, the Navy has attempted in the past to "obscure" or

"downplay" information related to problems at the facility, rather than

I responding candidly and openly when problems are discovered. A related

comment was that the Navy invokes "national security" whenever it is reluctant

I to provide information about its activities. Citing the fact that
contamination at NAS Alameda is the result of the Navy's own practices, a

i number of people commented that the Navy will need to demonstrate that it ismaking a "good faith" effort to clean up contamination that it created.

One groupinterviewedtookexceptionto statements made at the Scoping
Meetings that the hazardous waste sites at NAS Alameda posed no threat to

I human health. The interviewees believed it is too early in the investigation
process to make such statements, and that a more accurate statement would have

i been that the RI process is designed to determine any risk to human health orthe environment. The group stated that the use of such "premature statements"

casts doubt on NAS Alameda's willingness to acknowledge the real extent of the

I contamination.

I Despite these concerns, however, several interviewees stated that NAS
Alameda has a better reputation for providing information on its activities

than do other Naval installations in the Bay Area. In addition, severalpeople who described themselves as "skeptical" of the Navy's commitment to an

open, two-way communication process added that they are encouraged by the

I Navy'sperformancethus far in communicatingwith the publicabout the NAS
Alamedaremedialaction. Severalcited the ScoplngMeetingsheld in September
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of 1988 as a positive step. Others commented that they appreciated the Navy's

I "proactive"approachto the communityrelationsprogram,specificallycitingthe interviewprocessused to developthisplan as an example. These same

individualswere quick tonote that the_hoped thisnew approachwould

I continue. Finally,a largeT_mber of i_tervlewees-- includingindividuals
who were generallytrustfulof theNavy as wellasthosewhoexpressedsome

I skepticism-- statedthat they are pleasedthat DHS will be overseeingthe
remedlalactionat NAS Alameda.

I Some of those interviewedexpresseddissatisfactionwith the way the

Navy has interactedwith regulatoryagenciesand the communityregardingits

I many dredgingprojects. These individualsbelievethat the Navy has been
inconsistentin its positionwith the regulatoryagencies,partlcularlyBCDC,

I and that this inconsistencyhas resultedin difficultiesin obtainingdredging
permitsand in communityuneasinessrelatedto Navy dredgingprojects. To

i increasecommunitytrust,one envirorunentalgroupsuggestedthat the Navy takea proactlverole in long-termBay Area planningeffortsfor dredging. The

groupbelievesthat the Navy, as the sponsorof a numberof dredgingprojects

in the Bay, could play a key leadershlprole in encouragingand workingwith

the U.S. Army Corps of Engineersin suchplanningefforts.

I 4.4 Public InputProcess

I Several people interviewed expressed the opinion that it will be

essential for the Navy to provide the public with information that is

I accurate, detailed, and timely, and which enables them to understand both the
remedial process and key technical findings. They asked that this information

I be provided in a time frame that allows comment and discussion on remedial
choices before they are made. Several people also commented that the

i TechnicalReviewCommittee(TRC)willbe a very importantelementof thepublicinvolvementprocess. Some of those interviewedexpresseda preference

for a separateCitizensAdvisoryCommittee,citingthe need for a body that

containsmore than one public,or "community,"representative.

!
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A large number of interviewees also expressed concern that "all

I technical information" would be given to the TRC and would not be madeavailable to the community except through "unreadable reports in the

repository." They were concerned as to whether the TRC meetings would be open

I to public participation. For these reasons, they suggested a separate

Citizens' Advisory Committee with some provision for cross-membership between

I the TRC and the Citizens' Committee.

I 4.5 Information Content. Timeliness. and Distribution

Virtually all of the community members, elected officials and agency

I representatives interviewed during preparation of the CRP commented on the

need for timely and accurate information. Several made specific

I recommendations regarding effective mechanisms for distributing information,
as wellas the kinds of information desired.

I Timeliness of Information

Virtually all of the individuals interviewed requested that the

community receive timely notification of activities being conducted at NAS

I Alameda and of any major findinBs durin_ the remedial investigation. One
agency representative requested information as early as possible regarding

m potential cleanup activities, addin 8 that the aaency would like specificInformation regarding potential discharges in permit applications. Several

community members said that the Navy should provide sufficient notice of

I public meetings and public comment periods to enable potential attendees to

prepare for these events. One citizen employed at NAS Alameda requested

I timely notification of information that miaht affect employees of NAS Alameda
directly.

I Information Distribution

I The City of Oakland requested that it be updated regularly on activities

at NAS Alameda so that City officials can keep their constituents informed.
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Members of the Alameda City Council requested that they be informed of

I significanttechnicalmilestonesrelatedto the cleanup,such as samplingresults, completion of site characterizations, intent to begin any field

cleanup activities, and transportation of wastes through Alameda.!
Several agency and community group representatives requested that they

I be informed of activities at the Air Station so that they can provide
information to their constituents and group members. The Alameda County

I HealthDepartmentrequestedregularlyupdatedinformationabout the remedialactionbecauseit is often the firstto receiveinquiriesabout such

activities. The AlamedaFire Departmentalso requestedtimelynotificationof

I new findingsor milestonesreached,plannedactivities,hazardousmaterial
transportation,and other key informationbecausecitizensoften directsuch

I inquiries to the Fire Department. A Fire Department representative defined
"timelynotification"as early enoughto allow the City to reviewthe

I information and decide how to handle the inquiries. A representative of theNavy FamilyServicesCenteralso requestedup-to-dateinformation,sincethe

Center often receives inquiries from NAS Alameda residents. A spokesperson

one represented at NAS Alameda suggested that the Navy
for of the labor unions

inform a desiEnated union representative of key milestones or newly-available

I technical information. In addition, the interviewee suggested that the union
contact person be directly involved in the remedial action decision-making

i process.

Information Desired

I
Many of the community members, agency representatives, and elected

I officials interviewed requested detailed technical information about
contamination at NAS Alameda. Several expressed the need for accurate,

i detailed information early in the remedial process. One community memberrequested that the Navy discuss the results of any health risk assessments

conducted with community members as soon as such studies are completed.

I
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Several community group representatives expressed the need to make

I technical documents, records of public meetings, and this Community RelationsPlan available to the public in the information repositories. One community

member suggested including an index of available agency documents in each

I repository. Anothercommunitymembersuggestedthatan index and summaryof
each repositorycontentsbe made availableto the public.

I
In addition, one community member suggested that a fact sheet describing

i the legal basis for both the cleanup and the community relations program bedistributed. Another community member requested that a detailed site map be

made available to the public.

!
4.6 Remedial InvestiRation and Remedial Action Activities

I Interviewees raised several issues related to the manner in which the

i remedialinvestigationand remedialactionwill be conducted. A primaryconcern,expressedby more thanhalf of the interviewees,was that the health

and safetyof residents,employees,and contractorpersonnelshouldbe of

paramountimportancethroughoutthe investigationand remedialaction. In

this vein, several people suggested that the Navy conduct a site-specific

I health risk assessment, and questioned whether emergency actions would betaken if investigations revealed an imminent threat to public health. Citing

i his view that people in the community were likely to be most concerned aboutradioactive wastes, one interviewee suggested that the Navy conduct an initial

review of all of the sites for radioactive contamination to help "put people's

I minds at ease."

I A second issue of concern related to the scope of the investigation.
Several people suggested that the Navy be prepared to expand its efforts to

I other areas of the facility, should it become apparent during theinvestigation that the contamination is more widespread than currently

believed. Others suggested that the investigation consider possible air

I from the in addition to the soil and
pollution facility, groundwater testing

already being planned. One interviewee asked whether data generated by the

!
31



perimeter sampling that is currently planned would be usable if, at a later

I date, it is determined that a grid sampling approach is needed. Citing thewidespread use of asbestos in Naval facilities since the 1930s, several people

suggested that asbestos contamination should be investigated as part of the

I remedial action.

I 4.7 Hazardous Materia_ Transoort and Emeraencv ResPonse

i About one-third of those interviewed expressed concern about thetransportof hazardousmaterials(primarilywastesbeing transportedfromNAS

Alamedafor disposal)and possiblehumanhealth and environmentaleffectsof a

I transportationaccident. These concernsfocusedon transport hazardousand
of

radiologicalwaste removedfromNAS Alamedaduringcleanupactivities.

I Specifically,severalnoted safetyconcernsabout transportacrossbridgesand
throughtunnelsleadingto Alameda,acrossAlamedastreets,and on roadways

i and waterwayselsewherethroughoutthe Bay Area. Severalof the intervieweeswho mentionedthisconcernaskedabout NAS Alameda'semergencyresponse

plannlngeffortsand, speclflcally,whetherthisplanninginvolvedCity of

Alamedaofficialswho have to respondto transportationaccidents.
may

I In addition, a number of the interviewees who expressed concern abouthazardous materials transport also wanted to know whether the Navy would be

i makingprovisionsfor the healthand safetyof residentsalong transportationroutes. City officials expressed a desire to be notified in a timely manner

of transport through the city, in order to provide convoy escort or prepare

I for fast in of accident. These officials desire
response case an expresseda

that all transportvehiclesbe labeledwith the properDepartmentof

I Transportationplacardsidentlfyln8materialsbeing transported,in order that
emergency responders can identify substances rapidly.

I Finally,representativesof environmentaland otherpublic interest

groupsexpresseda preferencefor on-sltedisposalof wastes,citingconcern

I about the transportation wastesas as wastes
of well aboutwhetherthe would

be disposedin an environmentallysoundmanner.
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I 4.8 0urrent Facilltv Practlcgp

Although very few of the people interviewed were familiar with the

I specifics of the contamination at NAS Alameda, most were aware of the

hazardous waste problem in general, and therefore consider the remedial action

I being conducted as a positive and important action. Several stated, however,
that it is equally important to make sure that current waste management

I practices are sufficient to ensure that contamination is not still occurring.A number of the interviewees asked that the Navy provide information regarding

its current use of hazardous materials, waste disposal practices, and waste

I minimizationefforts. Severalaskedwhetherthe potentialfor widespread

radioactive contamination has been fully investigated.

I
A few individualsalsoasked that the Navy not distinguishamong the

I variousfederaland Stateregulationsgoverningits wastemanagementefforts,statingthat such detailis confusingand unnecessaryfor most people in the

community. Rather,theyasked that the Navy discussall the activitiesit Is

conductingat each site,regardlessof which statuteor regulationis
concerned.

!
A final concern related to the meshing of current operations, cleanup

i activities and planned construction. A few interviewees expressed the concernthat all these activities, particularly new construction and remedial

investigation, would not be coordinated so that new construction might take

I place before proper site investigation had occurred; or that new construction

might disrupt adjacent sites before a thorough site Investigation could take

I place. Also, there was a concern expressed that workers on new construction
sites might not know about the potential dangers to personal health posed by

I adjacent hazardous waste sites.
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4.9 Haw Involvementin LocalAffairs

I Many communitymembers,electedofficials,and agencyrepresentatives

interviewedin the courseof preparingthis Plannoted the close alliance

I between the City of Alamedaand the Navy. One electedCity officialexplained
this relationshipas a successfulexampleof the Navy's"goodneighbor"

I policy. This individualsaid that the Navy'sconstructiondivisionpersonnel
have providedassistanceat park and recreationalfacilitiesin the area.

I _other electedofficialcommendedthe Navy for its willingnessto keep localgovernmentsapprisedof its activities. The intervieweenoted the Navy's

routinebriefingsfor localgovernmentsduringchangesin commandat Bay Area

I facilities,quarterlymeetingswith Bay Area commanders,
Naval installation

and tours of NAS Alamedaas examplesof the Navy'scommunicationefforts.

I 4.10 Eadlolo_ical Hazards

I About one-quarterof those interviewedmentionedconcernsrelated

specifically to possible radiological hazards that might have arisen due to

past disposal practices of radioactive substances. To address these concerns,
some interviewees suggested that the Navy quickly undertake a preliminary

I check for radiologlcalcontamination.This effort,they stated,shouldbecombinedwith a thoroughexplanationof the substancestestedfor, the levels

found, potentialpathwaysof exposure,and the possibleeffectsof exposure.

I In particular,a few individualsexpressedconcernabout the levelof

radioactive material to which facility employees may be exposed. In addition

I to these interviewees stated that addressing
allaying community concerns,

potential radioloKtcal hazards would demonstrate the Navy's coamttment to

i conducting a thorough investigation and cleanup effort. In their view, this
could gain the Navy a great amount of community support.

I 4.11 EconomicIssues

I An issue raised in several interviews conducted with business
representatives, agency representatives, elected officials, and community

I
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members concerned the relationship between operations at HAS Alameda and the

i area's economy: A large number of local jobs are generated as a result of NAS
Alameda's operations. Many community members, elected officials, and agency

i representatives expressed concern about the high cost of addressing thecontamination problems at NAS Alameda. Some of these interviewees believe

that the estimated cost for cleaning up hazardous wastes at the Air Station is

I an indicator of the severity of the contamination problem. Several community

members also expressed concern that Naval budgetary constraints may preclude

I completion of the cleanup project.

!
!
!

I
I
I
I
I
I
i
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V 5.0 OBJECTIVESOF THE COMMUNITYRELATIONSPROGRAMFOR NAS ALAMEDA

l Based on the assessmentof the community'sinformationneeds and

concerns,as describedin the precedingsectionof this plan, five specific

I objectiveshave been establishedfor the communityrelationsprogramat NAS

Alameda. These objectiveswillguidethe programthroughoutthe remedial

I. action,althoughthey be modifiedas additionalinformationbecomes
may

availableor as communityneeds and concernschangeover time. The five

I objectivesare presentedbelow.

5.1 Maintainthe two-waycogmunicationnrocessbetweenthe Naw

I and communltvthatwas establishedby the scoDin_meetln2s
and communltvrelationsplan interviews.

!
A key componentof any communityrelationsprogramIs to establishan

I effectivetwo-waycommunicationprocess,In which the lead agencyprovidestimely,accurateinformationto interestedcommunitymembers,as well as

solicits feedback, questions, and comments from the community. This process

was begun for NAS Alameda when the Navy initiated its community relations

program for the facility. The first step was to hold two scopingmeetings to

i obtain community comments and perspectives on the overall community relations
effort. The next step was to conduct the series of community interviews that

I formedthe basis for thiscommunityrelationsplan. Both of these effortshave receivedfavorablecommentsfrom co_nunltymembersfor the open and

straiEhtforwardmanner in which theywere conducted. The Navy intendsto

I build on these positivefirst steps,and to maintainand enhancethe existing
two-way communication effort throughout the remedial action.

!
5.2 F_Ovl4e accurate, t4uelv, and detalIed technical information

I _0 those individuals and ErOUDS who have expressed a desirefor such information.

I Severalof the individualsand representativesof interestedgroups
statedthat,at this point in time,theyknow very littleabout eitherthe

!
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level or extent of contamination, or the remedial action process. Many of

I thesepartiesexpressedthe need and desirefor detailedtechnicalinformation
to enablethem to play an activeand constructiverole in the remedial

i investigationand feasibilitystudyprocess. A key objectiveof the communityrelationsprogram,therefore,will be to ensurethat technicalinformationis

providedto interestedpartiesat the earliestpossibletime. A related

I objective to provideinterestedpartieswith relevant background
is technical

informationso they will have a contextfor and greaterunderstandingof the

I technicalfindingsas they becomeknown.

5.3 Ensure that community relations activities are directed at

i all of the communities that have expressed an interest in

the remedial action at NAS Alameda.

!
Based on the community relations scoping activities conducted to date,

I three separate"communities"have been identified,each of which has alegitimate,thoughsomewhatdifferent,interestin the cleanupaction. It

will be the Navy'sobjectiveto providecommunityrelationsactivitiesandinformationtargetedto the specificneedsand interestsof these communities:

(1) employees, personnel, and residents of NAS Alameda; (2) citizens,

I businesses, and officials of the of Alameda and other
City nearby

Jurisdictions; and (3) members of other regional interest groups with an

ongoing interest in the overall activities of the Navy in the Bay Area. Whilethese three communities share several concerns and interests, each has

specific needs that differ from those of the others. The Navy will provide

I information that is appropriate for the intended audience in terms of both

specific topic and level of detail.

!
5.4 _0otdinate the activities of the Nawvtth _hOle of the

I several reeulatorv a2enciea and other levels of aovernmentthat have an oversieht or other role in the remedial action.

I As is the case with all suchactions,the remedialactivitiesat NAS

Alamedainvolveseveralagenciesof governmentat the State,federal,and
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local levels. Effective communication and coordination among all of these

I agencies is essential if the process is to proceed smoothly and if thecommunity is to be kept informed in a responsible manner. In recognition of

the potential for confusion or miscommunication, the Navy intends to make

i intergovernmental coordination and conmunication a high priority throughout

this action.

i
5.5 Modify the community relations program al new €ozmmnitv

I interests and concerns emerRe.

By its nature, the remedial action process is a complex and frequently

i lengthy one. As a result, it is not uncommon for the issues of concern to

various segments of the community to change over time, as new information is

I learned. For this reason, the Navy will monitor issues of community concern
on a frequent and regular basis, and will modify its community relations

I program as appropriate to address these concerns.

I
!
I
I
i
I
I
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6.0 MINIMUM COMMUNITYRELATIONS REQUIREMENTS

I The Western Division of the Naval Facilities Engineering Command

(NAVFACENGCOM) will implement the Navy's Installation Restoration (IR) program

I to remediate contamination at NAS Alameda. The purpose of the Naval IR

Program is to identify, assess, and clean up or control contamination from

i past hazardous waste disposal operations and hazardous material spills at Navy
and Marine Corps facilities. Since 1980, the Navy has been actively engaged

in the IR Program, and has taken an aggressive approach to the problem ofhazardous waste sites at Navy installations. Site identification has taken

place at virtually all Naval installations, and actions are either being taken

i or planned to respond to those potential threats identified.

I The Navy has developed guidelines for community relations activities to
be conducted during IR activities. In addition, while conducting the Federal

i IR Program at NAS Alameda, the Navy will assure that the community relationsactivitieswill be consistent with EPA guidelinesand will satisfyState

hazardouswaste statutes. This sectionwill brieflydescribethe Navy

guidelinesand the minimumStatepublicinvolvementrequirements. Becausethe
Navy'spolicyfor IR Programsis to provideopen publicinvolvement

I opportunities, however, NAS Alameda intends to exceed these minimumrequirements. Specific activities and techniques to be used during the IR

i community relations program are described in Section X.

6.1 NavT Installation Restoration Pro2ram Guidelines

!
Navy policy requires that Coenanding Officers (COs) take a proactive

i approach to keeping the public informed of all Installation Restoration (IR)activities. The CO must inform the public about each phase of the remedial

process, and ensure that community relations activities are closely integrated

i with technical activities. More specifically, for each hazardous waste site,

the Navy at the minimum will conduct the following public involvement

I activities:

I
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• Prepare a Community Relations Plan;

I • Indicateinall finalreportsthemannerin whichcommunity
commentswere consideredby decisionmakersand incorporatedinto

i responseplans;• Establishinformationrepositoriesto allow convenientpublic

accessto informationabout site problemsand responseactivities;

l and
• Establisha TechnicalReviewCommittee.

I 6.2 California Health and Safety _q4e

I Section25356.1(d)of the CaliforniaHealth& SafetyCode requiresthe

preparationof RemedialAction Plans (RAPs)for all sites on the State'slist

I of hazardouswaste sites. In DHS that the
addition, requires following

communityrelationsactivities(whichare also addressedin CERCLA)be

I conductedduring the developmentof the draftRAP at a hazardouswaste site:

• Preparea CommunityRelationsPlanforall Statehazardouswaste

sites;

• Publish a notice regarding the availability of the draft RAP for

I public review. The notice will be in of
placed a newspaper

generalcirculationin the affectedsite areal;

l • CirculatethedraftRAP for30 daysforpubliccomentl;• Post notices in the vicinity of the proposed remedial or removal

action1;

I • Hold one or more public meetings on the draft RAP_;

• If appropriate, revise the draft RAP based on public comments;

I • In accordance with the California Public Records provide
Act,

access to any information that DHS is required to release to the

I public;• Upon request, provide notification of any public meetings

I concerning the action; and

1Also required by the federal Comprehensive Environmental Response,

l and Liability Act (CERCLA), Section 117.
Compensation
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• Provide the opportunity to attend and participate in those public

I meetings.

!
I
!
i
I
!

!
!
!
!
!
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7.0 COMMUNITYRELATIONS ACTIVITIES AND TECHNIQUES

I The community relations program for NAS Alameda is designed to address

the concerns of the community as defined in Section 4; and to carry out the

I NAS Commanding Officer's stated commitment to providing meaningful

opportunities for interested community members to participate in the decision-

I. making relatedto the NAS Alamedaremedialaction. The specific
process

componentsof that program,describedin the followingsections,have been

I developed to provide the community with timely and accurate information aboutNAS Alameda, and to promote two-way communication between the interested

members of the community and the Navy throughout the course of the IR Program.

I Activitiesand techniquesspecifiedin this sectionwill be conductedby the

Navy or its specifiedcontractor(s).The programis specificallydesignedto

I be flexibleto changingsiteconditionsand communityconcerns,and change
may

to accommodateany fluctuationsin the community'slevelof interestduring

I the IR Program.

7. l Technical Review Commi_9_

t Naval IR Policy Cuidelines state that, whenever possible and practical,

I a Technical Review Committee (TRC) chaired by the Navy will be formed to
review and comment on all IR actions and proposed actions with respect to

I releasesor potentialreleasesof hazardoussubstancesat Navy installations.As generally defined, members of a TRC include representatives of the Navy,

State and local authorities, and one comnmity representative.

I
The Navy proposes that the TRC for NAS Alamodabe comprised of

I representativesof the following:

I • U.S. Navy;• DHS;

• RWqCB;

I • EPA;
• EBMUD;

I,
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• BAAQMD;

i • BCDC;
• An independent "technically oriented" group (e.g., the National

I Academy of Sciences or University of California) agreed upon bytwo-thirds of the other member agencies and organizations; and

• One representative chosen by a Citizens Advisory Committee.

!
The Navy will provide logistical support for the TRC. The TRC will act

I as a technical advisory body for the IR Program at NAS Alameda and will beexpected to have input into the selection of remedial action alternatives

i implemented at NAS Alameda as well as monitoring the Program process.

A provision will also be made for the creation of a Citizen's Advisory

t Committee (CAC), made of interested such as the Navy League, APEN,
up groups

Citizensfor a BetterEnvironment,the SierraClub, representativesfromthe

J State legislature,the AlamedaCity Council,and the laborunionsat NASAlameda.A letterinvitingparticipationwillbe sentto all groups.The CAC

willhave the responsibilityto chooseone of theirmembersas a

representative on the TRC.

I 7.2 Ts-,,ediate Technical Xnforna_on

The most consistent information need identified by virtually all of theinterviewees was for technical information related to the sites. In order to

meet that need, the Navy will conduct public workshops both on and off the

I facility within 45 days of approval of this CRP.

I The workshop(s) held off the facility will be sponsored by NAS Alameda
in coordination with the TRC and the CAC, and will focus on providing

I technical information related to each site including an overview of theremedial action process, description of what is currently known about the

site, and discussion of on-going and future site investigation plans.

!
!

43



!

The workshop held on the facility will also be sponsored by the

CommandingOfficerand will providethe same technicalinformationas

presentedin the workshopsheld off the facilityand will addressthe unique

I concernsof individualsworkingon or in the vicinityof the identifiedsites.
7.3 Activitiesto InformComntmltvMembersin Alamedaand the

I BaT Aze_

I The Navy willuse variousrequiredand supplementaltechniquesto reachthe interestedmembersof the Alameda,Oaklandand Bay Area communities. Such

I activitieswill includebut not be limitedto:
a. Reviewof Draft CRP: The final draftCRP will be circulatedto

I key intervieweesfor their commentsandwillbeplaced in the
repositorylocations. As they pertainto the IR Program,comments

i and suggestionsfromcommunityreviewerswill be incorporatedinthe finalCRP whereverpossible. In caseswhere commentsare not

included,an explanationfor the exclusionwill be presentedin a

Navy responsedocumentthatwill be placed in the repositoriesat

the time the final CRP is confirmedby the Navy and DHS.

b. Tours of the Facility: In responseto requestsof several

m interviewees,NAS Alamedawill periodicallyoffer tours. Thefirstwillbe plannedwithin45 days of endorsementof the CRP by

DHS. These tourswillbeavailableto formalgroupsor pre-formed

I groupsof individualscoordinatedthroughthe NAS AlamedaPublic
AffairsOfficer. NAS Alamedawill providea knowledgeabletour

guide to accompany each tour group.

i c. Use of News Media: NAS Alamedawillwork with the AlamedaJournal,which is deliveredfree to all Alamedaresidents,to

encloseperiodicinformationsuch as fact sheetsabout the site;

I and will make every effortto encouragethe print media (e.g.,the
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Journal, the _, the Oakland Tribune) to include

i informative and timely articles in their normal distribution.

d. BriefinE of Local Officials: NAS Alameda will brief Alameda City

I Councilmembers, Alameda County Supervisors, the Alameda City Fire
Department and other interested local, State and federal elected

I and agency officials on a regular basis as new developments occur
in the Installation Restoration Program at NAS Alameda.

I e. Forums and Workshgp_: Forums and workshops on technical topics

will be provided to organized groups to discuss site-related

I specific community concerns as indicated Section
issues and in

7.2.

t f. Use of Local Access Cable Television: Because many of the people

j interviewed stated that they have little time to attend publicmeetings and forums, local access cable television may be used to

present a forum or workshop to a wider audience, or in place of

public meetings beyond those specified by the IR Program and/or

applicable federal and State laws.

I g. Articles in Newsletters: Articles about the cleanup will be

placed in newsletters of interested organizations. Congressional

representatives will be encouraged to place information in their

regular newsletters to conmtituencies.

!
h. Fact Sheets: Fact sheets will be distributed at key milestones of

I the IR process, as specified by the IR policy and applicablefederal and State laws. Those phases include: upon commencement

of the Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study (RI/FS); upon

i completion of the draft Remedial Action Plan (RAP); and upon

completion of the final RAP, if it differs significantly from the

I draft RAP. The of the fact sheets will be to inform the
purpose

public of progress at the facility; address ongoing issues of

!
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concern such as the potential effects of the contamination on

I publichealthor the San FranciscoBay; and presentthe remedialalternativeselected.Fact sheetswill be distributedas utility

billinsertsand/oras insertsto the AlamedaJournalwhen

I possible, and by directmall when appropriate.

I i. Public Notices: The community will be informed of site activities
through public notices and advertisements in several media.

I Display advertisements will be placed in the Alameda Journal,Oakland Tribune, and Times _tar to inform readers of significant

findings, upcoming meetings, comment periods, and the availability

I of documentsin informationrepositories.Publicservice
announcementswill be aired on radio and television,as

I appropriate.

i J. PublicMeenlnEsat TechnicalMilestones: IR policyand applicablefederaland State laws requirethat publicmeetingsbe held at

particularphasesof the cleanupprocess. These points include

completion the draft RAP, and upon releaseof the finalRAP
the of

if it differsfrom the proposedremedyin the draft RAP (see

I Section 5 for the complete list of applicable commanity relations
requirements).Becauseof the generallack of interestin

i attending public meetings expressed by interviewees, the Navy willonly conduct additional public meetings if it determines that the

other information distribution mechanisms are not effective, or If

I unanticipatedslgnlflcanteventswarrantsuch a response.

I k. _: Movable displays will be developed that can be
exhibited at public meetings, used in workshops and public forum

i presentations,and set up for long-termexhibitsat libraries,schoolsand similarlocations. The displaysmay include

photographsand diagramsof the site and slte activities,key

I technicalfindings,and descriptions proposedremedies.
of

I
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7.4 Additional Activities to Inform Base Personnel and Residents

I One of the most active and concerned groups identified during the

interviewswas one consistingof thosepeoplewholive and work at the NAS

I facility. Navy intendsto conduct following to
Alameda The the activities

addressthe concernsof that grouprelatedto the IR Program:

I a. Navv News Media: _ willbe used to carry informative

i articlesand to publishall relevantnoticesof publicmeetings,workshops,new additionsto the repositories,completionof

technicalmilestonesand otherpertinentinformation.Other NAS

I may as appropriate(e.g.,
Alameda-relatednewsletters be used

newslettersof varioustenantcommands).

i b. EmoloveeInformatloD:The variousunion newslettersand automated

i messaKesystemson the facilitywill be used to announcepublicmeetings,new additionsto the repositories,criticaldecision

points and completionof technicalmilestones.

7.5 Information le_osttorte|

I Interested a embers of the community will be able to read site-related

documents at information repositories. The information repository will

I containthe completeadministrativerecordof investiaationsand remedial

activities. Documentsto be placedin the informationrepositoriesinclude

I the Community Relations Plan, fact sheets, work plans, all reports of
investigations, the draft and final RAP, analyses of public comments, and

I minutesor transcriptionsof publicmeetlngs. Locationsof proposedinformation repositories are listed in Appendix B, and will include the

Alameda Main Library, the Oakland Main Library, and NAS Alameda Library.

!
The _iling list wii1 be used to notify the community of new additions

I to the repository. These "RepositoryNotices"will containthe name of the

m
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documentadded to the repository,a one-linesummaryof its contentsand a

I contactname and number to obtainadditionalinformation.

I NAJxa_kta
The Navy will maintaina mailinglistof communitymemberswho wish to

- receiveinformationabout the IR Programat NAS Alameda. A computerdatabase
will be used so that the listcan be sorted to providetargetedmailings.

I AppendixA containsthe currentmailinglist,which will be expanded
throughoutthe IR process. To expandthe llst,each fact sheetand public

I noticewill includea mailinglistcoupon,which the readercan returnto theNavy to be placedon the mailinglist. In addition,the Port of Oaklandhas

agreedto sharepart of its mailinglistwith NAS Alameda. Other methodsof

I expanding mailinglist includeobtainingnames from the Associationof Bay
the

Area Governments'(ABAG)TannerProcess,the OceanicSociety'sforum

I attendancelists,the ToxicsCoordinatingProject,and APEN. An "update
mailing"willbedistributedonce a year. This mailingwillask those

interestedin being kept on the mailinglist to returna self-addressed,stampedpost card which will presentseveralcategoriesto their futurelevel

of interest(e.g.,"NOT INTERESTED;""INTERESTEDIN REPOSITORYINFORMATION

I ONLY;" INTERESTEDIN ALLMATERIALSAND "INTERESTEDIN
"YESp INFORMATION;"or

PUBLICMEETINGNOTICEONLY.")

!

I
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APMIX A - 1

I INTERVIEWED FOR THIS COMMUNITY
INDIVIDUALS RELATIONS PlAN

I Local ElectedOfficials
City of Alameda

I MayorChuck Corlca
AlamedaCity Council

I A.J. "Lil"ArnerlchJoe Camicta
Rita HauEner (Former Counctlmemher)
Hadi Monsef

I AlamedaCountyBoard of Supervisors
Don Perata,ClaudiaAlbano (Staffer)

l City of Oakland
Mayor

LionelWilson,DaveJohnson(Staffer)

I Vice MayorAleta Cannon

GovernmentA_encle_

AlamedaCity Manager
WilliamNorton

l AlamedaFire DepartmentRobertLa Grone
East Bay Municipal Utility District

i JohnF. GriffinPortof Oakland
Neil Warner, Loretta Myer, Michelle Heffes

Alameda County Health Agency, Division of Environmental Health,

I Edgar Howell,AriuLeviSF BCDC
Chris Parry

I California Department of Fish and GameMike Rugg
U.S. FWS Endangered Species Office

Peter Sorenson

I Interest Groups

I Alameda Peace Education NetworkReverend John Foley
California League of Conservation Voters

Doug Linney
League of Women Voters

Sally Faulhaber
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lnterestGroups (continued)

I Navy FamilyServicesCenterSue Foulkes
Ombudsmanfor the Enllsted/Offlcer'sWives Club

I DebbleRiceEcumenicalPeace Institute
ReverendDanlelBuford

I Save San FranciscoBay AssociationBarry Nelsonand Mark Holmes
AlamedaCountySANE/Freeze

Madge Strong

I East Bay Coalitionfor a DemilitarizedBayLillianNurmela
IAM & AW Local 739

Lyn Stirewalt

I SierraClubDon Holsten
WesternStatesLegal Foundation

I AndrewLichtermanand JackleCabassoBay Area Peace Navy
Bob Helfetz

i Greenpeaceof California
Karen Topaklan

Oceanic Society
Joan Patton

InterestedCommunityMembe_

Louise Buss

I Roberta HoughAnn Ward Kane
ReverendLarry Shultz

I Laura CollinsJames Thoannes

Federal Elected Officials

I Congress
Pete Stark*. 9th District, Jill Casanof (Staffer)

I RonDellums,8th District,Roberta Brooks (Staffer)Senate
Alan Cranston*,Ken Rogers (Staffer)
PeteWilson*,LynetteLee (Staffer)

I State ElectedOfficials

I AssemblymanEllhuM. Harris,Aleta Cannon (Staffer)SenatorNicholasPetrls,JenlsePorter(Staffer)

* _ese persons received written questionnaires.
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City Government Officials

I CouncilmanA.J."LII"Arnerich CouncilmanJoe CamiciaCity of Alameda City of Alameda
2263 Santa Clara 2263 Santa Clara

i Alameda,CA 94501 Alameda,CA 94501(415)522-4100 (415)522-4100

!
Mayor Chuck Corica Henry Gardener

I City of Alameda Oakland City Manager2263SantaClara One CityHallPlaza
Alameda,CA 94501 Oakland,CA 94612
(415)522-4100X200 (415)273-3301

!
I RitaHaugnerMayorLoniHancock FormerCouncilmember

Cityof Berkeley Cityof Alameda
2180MilviaSt 824GrantSt.

I Berkeley,CA 94704 Alameda,CA 94501(415)644-6484 (415)522-8110

Dave Johnson Mayor Edward McManus

I Office of Mayor Wilson City of AlbanyOne City Hall Plaza I000 San Pablo Blvd.
Oakland,CA 94612 Albany,CA 94706

I (415)273-3141 (415)528-5710

I Cheryl L. Mitchell Councilman Hadi Monsef
City ManaBer's Office City of Alameda
2263 Santa Clara 2263 Santa Clara

I Alameda,CA 94501
Alameda,CA 94501
(415)522-4100X200 (415)522-4100

!
Dr. John Searles

i William Norton Superintendent of Alameda
Alameda City Manager School District
2263 Santa Clara 2200 Central Ave.
Alameda,CA 94501 Alameda,CA 94501

I (415)522-4100 (415)748-4060

i_ PageA-2-1 14:17:1902/07/89
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City GovernmentOfficials

Vice Mayor BarbaraThomas Mayor LionelWilson

I City of Alameda City of Oakland2263 Santa Clara One City Hall Plaza
Alameda, CA 94501 Oakland,CA 94612

I (415) 522-4100 (415) 273-3141

I Rob Wonder

City of Alameda

I 2263 Santa ClaraAlameda,CA 94501
(415) 522-4100

!
!
!

I
I
I
I
I
I
!
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County Government Officials

Supervisor Edward Campbell

Claudia Albano Supervisor, Alameda County

I Office of Supervisor Perata ist DistrictI0 Eastmont Mall No 9 1221 Oak St Rm 536

Oakland, CA 94605 Oakland, CA 94612

I (415) 568-7721 (415) 272-6691

I Bruce Kern, Director Supervisor Robert KnoxOffice of Comm. & Econ. Affairs Supervisor, Alameda County
Alameda County Administrator's Off. 4th District

i 1221 Oak St. Suite 555 1221 Oak St Rm 536Oakland, CA 94612 Oakland, CA 94612

(415) 272-6984 (415) 272-6694

!
Supervisor Don Perata Supervisor Charles Santana

i upervisor, Alameda County Supervisor, Alameda County3rd District 2nd District

1221 Oak St Rm 536 1221 Oak St Rm 536

Oakland, CA 94612 Oakland, CA 94612

I (415) 272-6693 (415) 272-6692

Joint Local Government/NavyTask Force
Alameda County Admin. Office

I 1221 Oak St. Suite 555Oakland,CA 94612
(415) 272-6984

I
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U.S. Congressional Representatives

I_ The HonorableBarbaraBoxer RobertaBrooksCongressionalRep-6thDistrict Officeof CongressmanDellums
450 GoldenGate Ave. 201 13th St., Room 15
San Francisco,CA 94102 Oakland,CA 94604

I (415)626-6943 (415) 763-0370

I Jill Casanov The HonorableAlan Cranston
Office of CongressmanStark Senator

I 22300 FoothillBlvd.,Suite 1029 45 Polk S%Hayward,CA 94541 San Francisco,CA 94102
(415)635-1092 (415) 556-8440

!
I The Honorable Ron Dellums Lynette LeeCongressional Rep-8th District Office of Senator Wilson

201 13th St Rm 15 2040 Ferry Building

I Oakland, CA 94604 San Francisco, CA 94111(415) 763-0370 (415) 556-4307

The HonorableGeorge Miller The HonorableNancy Pelosi

I ongressionalRep-7thDistrict CongressionalRep - 5th District367 Civic Dr Suite 14 666 MissionSt
PleasantHill, CA 94523 San Francisco,CA 94105

i (415) 687-3260 (415)556-4862

I Ken Rogers The Honorable Pete Stark

Office of Senator Cranston Congressional Rep-9th District

i 5 Polk St. 22300 Foothill Blvd. Suite 1029
San Francisco, CA 94102 Hayward, CA 94541
(415) 556-8440 (415) 635-1092

!
The HonorablePete Wilson

I enator
2040 Ferry Building
San Francisco,CA 94111
(415)556-4307
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State ElectedOfficials

Officeof Lt. GovernorMcCarthy The HonorableWillie Brown

I State of California Assemblyman- 17th District350 McAllisterRoom 1046 540 Van Ness Ave.
San Francisco,CA 94102 San Francisco,CA 94102

I (415)445-8994 (415)557-0784

I The HonorableRobert Campbell Aleta Cannon
Assemblyman- llth District Officeof AssemblymanHarris

I 2901 McDonald iiii JacksonSt. Room 5027Richmond,CA 94804 Oakland,CA 94607
(415)237-8171 (415)464-0339

!
Ed Fishbein

I Office of Lt. GovernorMcCarthy The HonorableElihu M. HarrisState of California Assemblyman- 13th District
107 South Broadway,Room 4007 Iiii JacksonSt Rm 5027

l Los Angeles, CA 90012 Oakland, CA 94607
(213)620-2560 (415)464-0339

The HonorableQuentinKopp The HonorableMilton Marks

l Senator- 8th District Senator- 3rd District
363 E1 CaminoReal Suite 1 350 McAllisterSt
South San Francisco,CA 94080 San Francisco,CA 94102
(415) 952-5666 (415) 557-1437!

I Lt. GovernorLeo McCarthy The HonorableNicholasPetris
State of California Senator- 9th District
State Capitol Room 1114 IiiiJacksonSt Rm 7016

I Sacramento,CA 95814 Oakland,CA 94607(916)445-8994 (415)464-1333

!
Jenise Porter LawrenceReid

I Office of Petrls Officeof
Senator AssemblymanHarris

Iiii JacksonSt. Rm 7016 Iiii JacksonStreetRm 5027
Oakland,CA 95607 Oakland,CA 94607
(415)464-1333 (415)464-0339
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!
State ElectedOfficials

i The Honorable Jackie Speir
Assemblyman - 19th District

510 Myrtle Ave. Suite 107
South San Francisco, CA 94080

I (415) 871-4100

I
I
!
!
I

I
I
!
I
!
i
I
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Local and RegionalGovernmentAgencies

Hulan Brlnkley
Gary Binger Director,EnforcementDiv.

I ABAG BAAQMDP.O. Box 2050 939 Ellis St
Oakland,CA 94604 San Francisco,CA 94109

I (415) 464-7900 (415) 771-6000

I Milton FeldsteinAir Pollution Control Officer Karen Folks

BAAQMD EBMUD

I 939 Ellis St 455 Lorte ArangoNo 1San Francisco,CA 94109-2050 E1 Sobrante,CA
(415)771-6000 (415) 222-3160

!
MichelleHeffes

I John F. Griffin EnvironmentalBranchEBMUD Port of Oakland
P.O. Box 24055 77 Jack LondonSquare Suite L

i Oakland,CA 94623 Oakland,CA 94607(415)465-3700 (415) 839-2656

Edgar Howell
Marion Helms AlamedaCounty Env. Health Serv.

i Alameda Fire Dept Divisionof HazardousMaterials2263 Santa Clara 80 Swan Way Suite 200
Alameda,CA 94501 Oakland,CA 94621
(415) 522-4100X245 (415) 271-4320i

I ArluLeviRobert La Grone AlamedaCountyEnv. Health Serv.
AlamedaFire Dept. Divisionof HazardousMaterials
2263 Santa Clara 80 Swan Way Suite 200

I Alameda,CA 94501 Oakland,CA 94621(415) 522-4100X281 (415)271-4320

I
i cott Lutz Liz McElligott

BAAQMD Alameda Co. Planning Dept.
939 Ellis St 399 Elmhurst

San Francisco, CA 94106 Hayward, CA 94544

I (415) 771-6000 (415) 670-5400
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Local and Regional Government Agencies

Irwin Mussen Loretta Myer

Planning Director Environmental Branch
BAAQMD Port of Oakland

939 Ellis St 77 Jack London Square Suite L
San Francisco, CA 94109 Oakland, CA 94607

l (415) 771-6000 (415) 839-2656

I Rafat Shahid
JessicaPersoff AlamedaCounty Env. Health Serv.
City of Alameda Divisionof HazardousMaterials

I 2263 Santa Clara 80 Swan Way Suite 200Alameda,CA 94501 Oakland,CA 94621
(415)522-4100 (415) 271-4320

!
Nell Warner

l Robert Sheills Environmental BranchAlameda Police Chief Port of Oakland
2263 Santa Clara 77 Jack London SquareSuite L

Alameda,CA 94501 Oakland,CA 94607(415) 552-4100 (415) 839-2656
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!
State Government Agencies

RegionalHeadquarters Calif.Dept. of Parks & Rec.

I Calif. Dept. of Fish & Game P.O. Box 942896YountvilleVeteransFacility Sacramento,CA 94296-0001
Yountville,CA 94599 (916)445-8006

!
I ShirleyBuford Don CoxCaliforniaDHS, Region 2 CaliforniaDHS, Region 2

Toxic SubstancesControlDiv. Toxic SubstancesControlDiv.

2151 BerkeleyWay Annex 7 2151 BerkeleyWay Annex 7

Berkeley,CA 94704 Berkeley,CA 94704(415) 540-2286 (415) 540°2294

!
Bill Curry Don Dalky

I Callf Dept of Boating RWQCBand Waterways San FranciscoBay Region
1629 S St iiii JacksonSt Room 6040
Sacramento,CA 95814 Oakland,CA 94607

I (916)445-2615 (415)464-1255

Lester Feldman Mr. Howard Hatayama

RWQCB California DHS, Region 2

San Francisco Bay Region Toxic Substances Control Div.

I llll Jackson St Rm 6040 2151 Berkeley Way Annex 7Oakland, CA 94607 Berkeley, CA 94704
(415) 464-0838 (415) 540-3401

!
Mr. DwightR. Hoenig,Chief Bill Hurley

I CaliforniaDHS, Region 2 RWQCBToxic SubstancesControlDiv. San FranciscoBay Region
2151 BerkeleyWay Annex 7 IIII JacksonSt Rm 6040

I Berkeley,CA 94704 Oakland,CA 94607(415) 540-3401 (415)464-0838

I Chein Kao
Steve Kahn CaliforniaDHS, Region 2

I Calif. Dept. of Parks & Rec. Toxic Substances Control Div.1416 9th St 2151 Berkeley Way Annex 7

Sacramento, CA 95814 Berkeley, CA 94702

(916)445-6477 (415) 540-2590
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State Government Agencies

Mike Rugg

i Chris Parry Calif. Dept. of Fish & Game
BCDC Region III
30 Van Ness Ave. Rm 2011 P.O. Box 47
San Francisco, CA 94102 Yountville, CA 94599

i (415) 557-3686 (707)944-5500

i Kathleen Walsh
Jane Sekelskey Calif. Air Resources Board -

Calif. State Lands Commission Legal

I 1807 13th St 1102 Q StSacramento, CA 95818 Sacramento, CA 95814
(916) 322-7777 (916) 322-2990

!
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Departmentof Defense

i CommandingOfficer CommandingOfficer
Naval Supply Center Naval StationMare Island
Oakland,CA 94623-5081 PWO Building851, Code 80
(415) 466-5201 Vallejo,CA 94592

!
CaptainBoennighausen Randal Friedman
CommandingOfficer COMNAVBASSF

l Naval Air StationAlameda Bldg. i, TreasureIslandAlameda, CA 94501 San Francisco,CA 94103
(415) (415)765-5613X61

!
I CDR Thomas N. Leduina CaptainVaughtOff. of the Judge Advocate CommandingOfficer

General,Departmentof Navy Naval Station,TreasureIsland

i 200 StovallSt San Francisco,CA 94130Alexandria,VA 22332 (415)765-9111
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FederalGovernmentAgencies

l U.S. Dept. of Commerce - NOAA U.S. Dept. of Hlth. & Human S.SouthwestRegion Office of RegionalDirector
300 South Ferry St i00 Van Ness Ave.
TerminalIsland,CA 90731 San Francisco,CA 94102

l (415) 556-6746

!
U.S, Dept of Housing & Urban Div U.S. Dept. of Interior
450 Golden Gate Ave. Fish & Wildlife Service

I San Francisco, CA 94102 24000 Avila Rd(415) 556-5900 Laguna Niguel, CA 92656

!
Bill Allen

l Sacramento Area Office Ecol. Svc Office of Env. Project Review
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Services U.S. Dept. of Interior
2800 Cottage Way 450 Golden Gate Ave. Box 36098

I Sacrameneto, CA 95814 San Francisco, CA 94102(916) 978-4613 (415) 566-8200

Jim Carson

Julie Anderson Div. of Ecological Services

i EPA, Region IX, T-4-6 U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service215 Fremont St 2800 Cottage Way Rm E1803

San Francisco, CA 94105 Sacramento, CA 95825

i (415) 974-8891 (916) 460-4613

l SharonChrlstophersonNOAA JeanCirciello
HazardousMaterialsResponseBranch EPA, Region IX Library

i 7600 Sand Point Way, NE Bin C15700 215 FremontStSeattle,WA 98115 San Francisco,CA 94105
(206)526-6829 (415)974-8076

!
I Mr. Lee SharonMorlandNatl. Marine FisheriesServ. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

3150 ParadiseDr 211 Main St
Tiburon,CA 94920 San Francisco,CA 94105

I (415) 974-0418
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Federal Government Agencies

Peter Sorenson

Endangered Species Office John Takekawa

I U.S. Fish & WildlifeService US Fish and WildlifeService2800 CottageWay PunE1823 6924 TremontRd.
Sacramento,CA 95825-1846 Dixon,CA 95620

i (916)978-4866 (916) 756-1946

i
[
[
i
!

l
i
I
i
l
[
[
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Local Civic Organizations

KiwanisClub of America Lions BreakfastClub

I 1119 CollegeAve. 1547 WebsterSt.Alameda,CA 94501 Alameda,CA 94501
(415)523-1905 (415)523-7311

I
i Don DowdellElks Lodge President

2255 Santa Clara Ave. Rotary Club of America

I Alameda, CA 94501 2510 Santa Clara Ave.(415) 522-1015 Alameda, CA 94501
(415) 523-5597

!
SueFoulkes

i Sally Faulhaber Deputy DirectorLeague of Women Voters Navy Family ServicesCenter
1003 Fair Oaks Ave AlamedaNaval Air Station (CodeOJ) Bldg

l Alameda, Ca 94501 Alameda, CA 94501
(415) 421-9246 (415) 869-4111

Ann Hulen Larry Keenan

I Alameda Chamberof Commerce AlamedaNavy League2314 CentralAve. 933 ShorelineDrive #407
Alameda,CA 94501 Alameda,CA 94501
(415) 522-0414 (415) 523-0384

I
i DebbieRiceOmbudsmanfor the Enlisted/

Officer'sWives Club
501C Mosley St.

I Alameda,CA 94501(415) 769-0501

!
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I
Religious Organizations

Reverend Daniel Buford Reverend John Foley, APEN
Executive Director Court Street United Methodist

I Ecumenical Peace Institute ChurchP.O. Box 9334 3005 Van Buren

Berkeley, CA 94709 Alameda, CA 94501

I (415) 849-2214 (415) 523-6525

I Rev. Larry Schultz

First Congregational Church

I 1912 ChestnutAlameda, CA 94501
(415) 522-6012

I
[
I

I
[
I
I
[
I
i
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!
InterestGroups

Abalone Alliance Friends of the Earth

I 2940 16th St Apt. 310 530 7th StSan Francisco, CA 94103 Washington, DC 20003
(415) 861-0592 (202) 543-4312

!
I CISPES Environmental Defense Fund

3181 Mission St. Box 20 Rockridge Market Mall

I San Francisco, CA 94110 5655 College Avenue
(415) 648-6520 Oakland, CA 94618

!
I California Council for USS Missouri Adhoc Citizn's Advisory ComEnvironmental and Economic Balance Alameda County Admin. Office

1512 14th Street 1221 Oak St. Suite 555

Sacramento,CA 95814 Oakland,CA 94612

I (415) 272-6984

Bradley Angel Saul Bloom

Greenpeace Arc/Coalltlon for a Safe Bay

I Fort Mason, Bldg. E 942 Market St Apt. 710San Francisco, CA 94123 San Francisco, CA 94102

(415) 474-6767 (415) 397-1452

!
I Steve Bloom Jackie Cabasso

Nuclear Free Oakland Western States Legal Foundation

4042 Broadway 1440 Broadway St No 420

I Oakland, CA 94611 Oakland, CA 94612(415) 653-5027 (415)839-5877

!
Gall Cocoban MalcolmDavis

I Sierra Club Western StatesLegal Foundation6014 CollegeAvenue 254 ParkView Terr.
Oakland,CA 94618 Oakland,CA
(415) (415) 893-4516
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Interest Groups

i Bill Davoren MelanieDuchinBay Institute Greenpeaceof California
5080 ParadiseDr Fort Mason Bldg. E.
Tiburon,CA 94920 San Francisco,CA 94123

I (415) 331-2303 (415)474-6767

m Gall Eisner
Rafael Edwards WildlifeCommittee
Green Future SierraClub Bay Chapter

I 14 Juri St 6014 CollegeAvenueSan Francisco, CA 94110 Oakland,CA 94618
(415) 653-6127

I
David Fullerton

I Arthur Feinstein Water Quality and Resources Com.Golden Gate Audobon Society Sierra Club - S.F. Chapter

1550 Shattuck Ave. Suite 204 6014 College Ave.

I Berkeley, CA 94707 Oakland, CA 94618(415) 843-2222 (415) 540-5226

Torten Heffelfinger
Andy Gunther Wetlands Committee

I Aquatic Habitat Institute Sierra Club - S.F. Chapter1301 46th St. Richmond Field Sta. Bldg I 6014 College Ave.
Richmond, CA 94804 Oakland, CA 94618

i (415) 231-9539 (415) 421-1100

I Bob Heifetz Mark Holmes
Bay Area Peace Navy Save San FranciscoBay Assoc.

i 330 Union St P.O. Box 925San Francisco,CA 94133 Berkeley,CA 94701
(415) 398-1201 (415)849-3044

I
Don Holsten

I Toxic Committee Greg KarrasSierra Club - S.F. Chapter Citizens for Better Environment
6014 College Ave. 942 Market Suite 505
Oakland, CA 94618 San Fancisco, CA 94102

I (415) 863-8191 (415) 788-0690
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Interest Groups

Norman La Force

j Joe Karwal East Bay Shoreline Committee
Western Agricultural Chem. Assoc Sierra Club - S.F. Chapter
925 L Street Suite 1400 6014 College Ave.

Sacramento, CA 95814 Oakland, CA 94618

I (415) 526-4362

I Doug Linney
Andrew Lichterman Calif League of Conservation

Western States Legal Foundation Voters

I 1440 Broadway No. 420 617 Boywood RdOakland, CA 94612 Alameda, CA 94501

(415) 839-5877 (415) 522-8555

!
Tim McKay

i Jonathan H. Malone CoordinatorLandmarks Preser. Advisory Bd. The Northcoast Environ. Center
450 McAllister St 879 9th St

l San Francisco, CA 94102 Arcata, CA 95521(707) 822-6918

Nancy Nadel Barry Nelson

i California Water Policy Group Save San Francisco Bay Assoc.3228 Helen St. P.O. Box 925

Oakland, CA 94608 Berkeley, CA 94701

i (415) 655-9832 (415) 849-3044

I Lillian NurmelaEast Bay Coalition for a Bob O'Brien

DemilitarizedBay VigilforAnimals

j 6348 HeatherRidge Way 219 StanyanStOakland,CA 94611 San Francisco,CA 94118
(415)339-1518

!
I Joan Patton,DirectorConserv. Alan RamoOceanicSociety,SF Bay Chapter Citizensfor a Better Environment

BuildingE, Fort Mason 942 Market St.
San Francisco,CA 94123 San Francisco,CA 94102

i (415)441-5970 (415) 788-0690
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InterestGroups

Jess Shoup AngeloJ. Siracusa

i East Bay Green Alliance President,Bay Area Council2640 CollegeAve 847 SansomeSt
Berkeley,CA San Francisco,CA 94111

I (415)548-7337 (415) 981-6600

I Jody Sparks Lyn Stirewalt
Toxics AssessmentGroup IAM&AWLocal 739

I 2609 CapitolAvenue 3022AshbrookCt.Sacramento,CA 95816 Oakland,CA 94601
(415)532-3545

!
Pat Stuart

I Madge Strong,Chairperson Citizensfor Alameda'sLastAlameda County SANE/Freeze Marshlands(CALM)
4042 Broadway 457 Smalley

i Oakland,CA 94611 Hayward,CA 94541(415) 655-6872 (415) 582-0926

Diane Takvorlan Karen Topakian

i EnvironmentalHealth Coalition Greenpeaceof CaliforniaPO Box 8426 Bldg. E, FortMason
San Diego, CA 92102 San Francisco,CA 94123

I (415) 474-6767

I Dart VamphGlen Uttaback Women'sInternationalLeague for
AlamedaDemocraticClub, APEN Peace Freedom/Womenfor Peace
1221 College 2302 Elsworth

Alameda,CA 94501 Berkeley,CA(415) 521-6833 (415) 845-6690

!
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!
Media

Rufus News Director

I Bay City News Service KCBS-AM1232 Market St 1 EmbarcaderoCenter
San Francisco,CA 94102 San Francisco,CA 94111

l (415) 552-8900 (415) 765-4000

I News Department News Desk
KFOG-FM KGO-Channel7

I 55 Green St 900 Front StSan Francisco,CA 94111 San Francisco,CA 94111
(415) 986-1045 (415)954-7777

!
I News Department News DeskKGO-AM KPFA FM-94

900 Front St 2207 ShattuckAve.
San Francisco,CA 94111 Berkeley,CA 94704

I (415) 954-8100 (415)848-6767

News Desk News Director
KPIX Channel5 KTVU Channel2

l 855 St 2 Jack London
Battery Square

San Francisco,CA 95111 Oakland,CA 94623
(415) 362-5550 (415)834-1212

!
I News Coordinator Stan

KYUU- FM Times
530 Bush St 508 DivisideroSt

I San Francisco,CA 94108 San Francisco,CA(415) 951-7200 (415) 523-1205

!
C.J. Clemmons NorreenCooper,PublicAffairs

I OaklandTribune KQED Channel9409 13th St. 500 8th St
Oakland,CA 94612 San Francisco,CA 94103

l (415) 645-2121 (415)864-2000
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Media

Gene D'Accardo John Evans

i News Director News DirectorKNBR-AM KRQR-AM
1700MontgomerySt Suite 400 1 EmbarcaderoCenter
San Francisco,CA 94111 San Francisco,CA 94111

l (415)951-7000 (415)765-4035

I Alex Fabro
Robin Evans PublicAffairs
San FranciscoProgress KBHK

I 851 Howard St 420 Taylor StSan Francisco,CA 94103 San Francisco,CA 94102
(415) 982-8022 (415)885-3750

!
Jim Finefrock

I Metro Editor ClarenceGatsonThe Examiner Metro Reporter
II0 5th St 1366Turk St

I San Francisco,CA 94103 San Francisco,CA 94115(415)777-2424 (415)931-5778

Craig McGlaughin
KathleenKirkwood Copy Editor

l AlamedaJournal San FranciscoBay Guardian1416 Park St. 2700 19th St
Alameda,CA 94501 San Francisco,CA 94110

i (415) 522-0990 (415)824-7660

I John Miller GloriaMorales
OaklandTribune AlamedaJournal
409 13th St. 1416 Park St.

I Oakland,CA 94612 Alameda,CA 94501
(415)645-2121 (415) 522-0990

!
I JenniferMyer Tim SchreinerKRON-TV4,East Bay Bureau San FranciscoChronicle

492 9th St. 925 MissionSt
Oakland,CA 94607 San Francisco,CA 94103

i (415) 561-8000 (415)777-1111
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I
Media

Lori Thompson Tom Turtle

News Director ManagingEditor

I KITS-AM AlamedaTimes Star1355 Market St Rm 152 1516 Oak St
San Francisco,CA 94103 Alameda,CA 94501

I (415) 626-1053 (415)523-1205

I Jim Zelinski
AlamedaTimes Star

I 1516 Oak St.Alameda,CA 94501
(415) 523-1205

I
I
I

[
I
I
I
I
I
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Community Members

I Norman R.N. Tonnes Beck

I Ann Bertken Mark Bradford
Louise & Samson Buss Carl Cade

. Laura Collins Rosa Cox

Helen Dodt MichaelDonely

I Andrew Eisman Leora Feeney

Sue Finch MargaretFoley

l Janet Gibson Julle Griffin

l Mary & Hals Hammond RichardHeckman
RobertaHough RobertJohnson

I Ann Nard Kane DorothyKimball

Jack Lim Joyce Linney

M. Mooney John Mottoros

i Teri Perry Joseph PrestonTom Rinne JosephineRuben

I Janet Silva James L. Thoennus
DennisThomas Bill Thorpe

!

!
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APPENDIX B

I INFORMATIONREPOSITORIESAND SUGGESTEDMEETINGLOCATIONS

l A. l_ormation ReDositorles
Alameda PublicLibrary
Main Branch

I 2264 Santa Clara StreetAlameda, California 94501
(415) 748-4660

l Hours: Mon, Wed: 9:30 am - 9:00 pm
Tue, Thu, Fri, Sat: 9:30 am - 5:30pm

Sun: Closed

l OaklandMain Library
125 - 14th Street

l Oakland,California, 94612
MarilynRowan,Head Librarian (415) 273-3138

Science, Business, and Sociology Section

I Hours: Mon - Thu: i0:00 am - 8:30 pm
Fri, Sat: 10:00 am - 5:30 pm

Sun: Closed

B. Su££estedMeetin£Locations

l AlamedaHigh SchoolLittleTheatre
2200 CentralAvenue

l Alameda, California 94501
ApproximateCapacity: 225 persons

i Mastik SeniorCenter1155 Santa Clara Street
Alameda, California 94501

I (415) 522-7630
ApproximateCapacity: i00 persons
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APP_qDIX C

I GLOSSARY OF TERMS

I Asbestos:
A fireproofingand insulatingmaterial,frequentlyused in

I brake linings,gaskets,and electricaland heatingdevices.
Inhalationof asbestosfiber is known to cause cancer in

I humans.

I San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission (BCDC):

I A State regulatoryagencywith jurisdictionover the San
FranciscoBay and its shoreline. BCDC'sauthorityincludes

I regulatingdredgingand other activitiesaffectingwetlands

resources.

i Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD):
The State agency with regulatory authority to implement and

I enforceair qualityregulationsand standardsin the Bay Area.

I BenthicOrganisms:

Organismslivingat the bottom of a body of water,usually

I found within the sediment. Examplesof benthicorganismsare

I crayfishand worms.

I Benzene:

A flammable liquid derived from petroleum. At one time the

l.. most commonly used organic solvent, benzene is still widely

used in the production of chemicals, in the rubber industry,

I



!

and as an octane booster in gasoline. Benzene is a known

I carcinogen.

i Btoaccumulattve:

i A term used to describe substances that increase in
concentration in living organisms (i.e., that are not

i metabolized or excreted) as these organisms breathe

contaminated air, drink contaminated water, or eat contaminated

I food.

California Department of Health Services (DHS):

The State agencyresponsiblefor implementingCalifornia

I hazardouswaste laws.

CaliforniaHealth& SafetyCode:

I Part of existingstate law enactedto protectpublichealth and

the environment.

!
I Chromium:

A metal that occurs naturally with deposits of other metal

I ores, most commonly used as an alloy in steel. Chromium is

also an ingredient in pigments, leather tanning agents, and

I metal surface treatments and corrosion control.
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Community Relations Plan (CRP):

l A report that assesses and defines a community's informational

needs concerning potential hazards posed by conditions at

l hazardous waste sites. The CRP also establishes an ongoing

program to ensure two-way communication between an affected

l communityand thepublicagencyoverseeingthesitecleanup.

! CERCIA:

I The Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and

Liability Act of 1980, commonly known as Superfund. This law

I authorizes EPA to respond directly to releases of hazardous

l substances that may endanger public health and the environment.

CONNAVBASE:

CommanderNaval Base. COMNAVBASESan Francisco,locatedat

I TreasureIsland,establishesNavy policy in the San Francisco

Bay Area for regionalissues.

I
Creosote:

I Coal tar used as a wood preservative to prevent rot.

I.
Dredging:

l digging,accumulation,and extractionof sedimentfrom the
The

bottom of a lake, river,bay, or ocean. Dredgingis performed

to maintainflood controlchannels,accommodatestructuressuch

c 3
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as bridges, and provide for safe navigation and vessel

berthing.

I East Bay MunicipalUtilitiesDistrlet(EBMUD):

A municipalwater districtthat regulatesdrinkingwater and

I waste water discharge. EBMUD'sjurisdictionincludesareas of

I AlamedaCountyand Contra Costa County,California.

I Estuary:
The body of water where the ocean tidesmeet river currents.

I These conditionstypicallyfavor the formingof marshes

(wetlands) around the estuary's perimeter, thus creating

l habitatrich in fish and wildliferesources.

Groundwater:

I Water found beneaththe earth'ssurfacethat fills pores

betweenmaterialssuch as sand, soil, gravel,or cracks in

I bedrockand often servesas a principalsourceof drinking

i water.

I HazardousWaste:
Wastes that are corrosive,ignitable,reactiveor toxic.

I Examplesof hazardouswaste includesolvents,acids, dry

i cleaningfluids,platingsolutions,and certainplastics.

C - 4
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Heavy Metals:

Metals includingmercury,lead, and chromiumthat can be toxic

at relativelylow concentrations.

!
InitialAssessmentStudy (IAS):

I An IAS investigatespotentialareas of contaminationand

I assessesthe need for furtherstudy,utilizingexistingdata
from previoussite investigationsand other detailed

i informationregardingpast and presentoperationsat a site.

I InstallationRestorationProgram:

i A Departmentof Defenseprogramto identify,assess,and cleanup or controlcontaminationfrom past hazardouswaste disposal

operationsand hazardousmaterialsspillsat DOD facilities.

I Iron:

A commonmetal naturallyoccurringin soil, water, and

l groundwater.

I Isocyanate:

I A salt of an acid used especiallyin the productionof plastics
and adhesives.

!
!
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Lead:

A heavy metal used as a gasoline additive, in storage

batteries, foil, solder, and construction equipment. Lead can

I be toxic when ingested or inhaled.

Manometer:

I An instrument (pressure gauge) used for measuring the pressure

of gases and vapors.

!
. Mercury:

A metal which affects the respiratory system, central nervous

I system, and kidneys. Routes of exposure include inhalation,
skin absorption, skin contact, and ingestion. Mercury has a

very low vapor pressure.

l NAVFACENGCOM:

Naval FacilitiesEngineeringCommand. NAVFACENGCOMis the

parent commandand providestechnicalguidancefor WESTDIV.

!
NAVFAC:

I Same as NAVFACENGCOM.

I OrganicCompounds:

i Chemical compounds composed primarily of carbon and hydrogen,
including materials such as oils, pesticides, and solvents.

C - 6
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Organiccompoundsare derivedfrommaterialsthatoriginatedas

I livingorganisms(e.g.,petroleumor coal).

I Phenols:

Phenolsare a group of organiccompoundsthat, in very low

I concentrations,producea taste and odor problemin water. In

i higher concentrations,they are toxic to aquaticllfe. Phenols
are a byproductof petroleumrefining,tanning,and textile,

I dye and resin manufacture.

I PIatlngChemicals:

Chemicalssuch as heavy metals,arsenic,and cyanidethat areI used in metal platingprocesses.

PolychlorinatedBiphenyls(PCBs):

I A group of organiccompoundsused since 1926 in electric
transformersas insulatorsand coolants,as well as in

i lubricants,carbonlesspaper, adhesives,and caulking

compounds. PCBs degradevery slowlyover time and can be

I bloaccumulatedand stored in the fatty tissuesof animalsand

I humans. The U.S. EnvironmentalProtectionAgencybanned the
generaluse of these compoundsin 1979. PCBs can cause liver

I damage to cause cancer in laboratory
and have been shown

animals.

I
I

C ° 7

I



Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB):

i A State of California agency that maintains water quality
standards for areas within its Jurisdiction and enforces State

I water quality laws.

l Remedial Action (RA):

l A seriesof cleanupactionsspecifiedin the RemedialAction
Plan (RAP) that are taken to providea permanentsolutionto

I the human health and environmentalhazardsposed by an
uncontrolledhazardouswaste site.

Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study (RI/FS):A two-part study that must be completed before the cleanup of a

hazardouswaste site can begin. The first part, know as the

RemedialInvestigation(RI),examinesthe nature and extentof

l contaminationat the site. The second known the
part, as

FeasibilityStudy (FS),evaluatesdifferentmethodsof treating

i the contaminationand recommendsa method that will protect

mi publichealth and the environment.

i Risk Assessment:
An evaluationperformedas part of the RemedialInvestigation

l to assess conditionsat a hazardouswaste site and determine

J the risk posed to publichealth and/or the environment.

!
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Sediments:

Decomposing animals and plants, mud, sand, and soll that settle

at the bottom of a stream, lake, river, or pond.

!
Solid Waste AssessmentTest (SWAT):

SWAT requirements are determined by the California Regional

l Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) and the Bay Area Air
Quality Management District (BAAQMD). The purpose of the SWAT

I is to determine if pollutants are leaching from landfills at

NAS Alameda into the Bay. The air SWAT is to assess emissions

i of air pollutants from the landfills.

I Solvents:

Liquids capable of dissolving other liquids or solids to form a

solution. The chief uses of industrial solvents are as

l cleaners and degreasers. Solvents also are used in paints and

pharmaceuticals. Many solvents are flammable and toxic to

i varying degrees.

!
State Water ResourcesControlBoard (SWRCB):

i The SWRCB,alongwithnineRegionalWaterQualityControl
Boards (RWQCBs)statewlde,are the principalState agencies

l responsible for water quality control. The SWRCB provides

guidance and oversight to the RWQCBs by adopting statewide

plans, policies, regulations, and administrative procedures, as

I well as reviewing RWQCB decisions.

C - 9



i Toluene:
A clear liquidwith a sweet,pungentodor. Toluene is used in

i the manufactureof organiccompounds,dyes and explosives;and

as a solventfor paintsand coatingsand a componentof

I automobileand aviationfuels. Incidentalskin contactmay

I cause irritationand dryingof skin. Ingestionof toluenemay
result in centralnervoussystemdepression.

!
U.S. EnvironmentalProtection Agency (EPA):

I The federalAgency responsiblefor administeringthe

i Comprehensive Environmental, Response, Compensation, andLiabilityAct (CERCLA),or "Superfund"as it is commonlyknown.

EPA works with State and local agencies,providingtechnical

oversightfor cleanupactivitiesat Federalfacilities

I regulatedby the Superfundprogram.

Verification Study:

I A VerificationStudy involvesthe samplingand analysisof
soil, air, and/or groundwaterat a hazardouswaste site. The

I purposeis to verify that contaminantconcentrationsat a site
are high enoughto warrantthe developmentof remedialwork

I plans.

c - i0
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Waste Waters:

il Water disposedof from industrialand non-industrialsources

containingheavy metals,solvents,detergents,paint,mercury,

I oil, grease,PCBs, fuel, and pesticides.

It WESTDIV:

l WesternDivision,Naval FacilitiesEngineeringCommand. The
engineeringfield divisionfor Navy activitiesin the western

I regionof the United States.

I Wetland:

i An area that is coveredor saturatedwith water long enougheach year that it affectsthe types of soll and vegetation

found in the area.

I Work Plan:

The site Work Plan outlinesin detailall of the technicaland

m relatedtasks to be conductedduring the RI/FS.

I Toxic:

I A term used to describesubstancesthat can damage living
tissues,cause nervousdisorders,birth defects,behavioral

I abnormalities,illness,or deathwhen ingested,inhaled,

transferredto the fetus,or absorbedthroughthe skin.

m Exposureto acutelytoxic substancesoften resultsin an

!
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impairment of normal body functions. Exposure to chronically

i toxic substances can result in a loss of normal body function.

I Xylene:

i Xyleneis a chemicalfrequentlyusedas a solvent;as a
constituentof paint,lacquers,varnishes,adhesives,and

I cleaning fluids; and in the leather industry.

!
!
i

!
I
I
I
!
I
I
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APPENDIXD

I LISTINGOF ADMINISTRATIVERECORDFORNASALAMEDA

FROM TO DATE DOC# SUBJECT

I _ wmmmm,w_mmm iii _ II iii I

I 08/27/84162 CONFIRMATIONSTUDY(VERIFSTEP)HEALTHANDSAFETYPLAN
05/01/85195 DRAFTVERIFICATIONSTEPCONFIRMATIONSTUDY
02/01/86196 DRAFTCONFIRMATIONSTUDY(CHARAC.STEP)

WORK PLAN10/19/83197 CONFIRMATIONSTUDYSANITARYLANDFILL
04/01/83198 INITIALASSESSMENTSTUDY

I 02/01/86199 DRAFTCONFIRMATIONSTUDY(CHARAC.STEP)HEALTH& SAFETYPLAN
02/01/86194 DRAFTCONFIRMATIONSTUDY- ADDITIONAL

I TESTING07/01/88216 REMEDIALACTIONORDER
03/01/78202 FINALSUBMITTALSANITARYLANDFILLSITE

STUDY

I 08/00/89213 FINALDRAFTQUALTIYASSURANCEPROJECTPLAN08/00/89214 FINALDRAFTHEALTHAND SAFETYPLAN
08/00/89212 FINALDRAFTSAMPLINGPLAN
04/01/88218 HAZARDOUSRANKINGSYSTEMPACKAGE
03/31/87193 SITEINVESTIGATION- NAVALEXCHANGEGAS

STATION
09/21/87160 MEETINGAGENDA- CRWQCBMEETING

I 08/27/84161 CONFIRMATIONSTUDY- WORKPLANVERIFICATIONSTEP
05/30/80192 DRAFTSANITARYLANDFILLCLOSUREPLAN

i BAAQMDNAVY 03/29/88163 REQUESTFOR SUBMITTALOF INACTIVELANDFILLQUESTIONNAIRES
BAAQMDNAVY 10/21/88243 REQUESTFORAIR SWATON LANDFILLS
BAAQMDNAVY 10/26/88244 RESPONSETO SAMPLINGPLANAND AIR SAMPLING

COE NAVY 11/29/88255 RESPONSETO SWATPLAN
CRWQCBNAVY 09/14/82174 COMMENTSBY STATEBOARDGEOLOGISTON W.B.

I LANDFILLCLOSUREPLANCRWQCBNAVY 09/26/88126 ISSUANCEOF ORDERNO. 83-35-CLOSURE
RQMNTS.FORW.B.LANDFILL

CRWQCBNAVY 09/08/82138 RWQCBCOMMENTSON LANDFILLCLOSUREPLAN

I CRWQCBNAVY 06/11/87141 NOTIFICATIONOF SWAT FORWEST
REQUIREMENT

BEACHLANDFILL
CRWQCBNAVY 05/27/88175 NOTIFICATIONOF PLANSTO PLACELANDFILL

I CLOSURERQMNTSON AGENDACRWQCBNAVY 01/15/88102 NOTIFICATIONOF SWATREPORTSUBMITTALDATE
CRWQCBNAVY 02/24/87135 COMMENTSON USEOF CLAMSHELLDREDGESPOILS

i AS COVERON LANDFILLCRWQCBNAVY 06/10/81I01 COMMENTSON CLOSUREPLANFORWEST BEACH
LANDFILL

CRWQCBNAVY 06/11/86131 COMMENTSON USE OF DREDGESPOILSAS COVER
AT W.B.LANDFILL



b Page No. 2

02/09/89
APPENDIX D

m LISTINGOF ADMINISTRATIVERECORDFORNASALAMEDA
FROM TO DATE DOC # SUBJECT

i CRWQCBNAVY 06/14/84108 COMMEbFISON DRAFTWORKPLAN - VERIF.STEP
OF CONFIRMATIONSTUDY

CRWQCBNAVY 03/27/84II0 REQUESTFORDATEAND TIMEFORA SITEVISIT
CRWQCBNAVY 08/04/86129 EXTENSIONFOR SUBMITTALOF PONDCORRECTION

CRWQCBNAVY 07/11/80173 COMMENTSON JUNE13, 1980MEETING
CONCERNINGWESTBEACHLANDFILL

i CRWQCBNAVY 06/14/88128 COMMENTSON WORKPLANFORVERIF.STEP-
CONFIRMATIONSTUDY

CRWQCBNAVY 09/21/83115 CLASSII-2SOLIDWASTEDISPOSALSITE
CLOSUREREQUIREMENTS

I CRWQCBNAVY 09/10/81167 LETTEROF AGREEMENTFOR PROPOSEDDREDGINGPROJECT
CRWQCBNAVY 11/14/86133 COMMENTSON INTERIMGRADINPLANFORWEST

m BEACHLANDFILLCRWQCBNAVY 08/19/83125 ISSUANCEOF TENTATIVEORDERCLOSURE
REQUIREMENTSFORW.B.LANDFILL

CRWQCBNAVY 05/24/88104 APPROVALOF JOINTSWATFORWESTBEACHAND
1943-1956LANDFILLS

CRWQCBNAVY 03/04/85124 REQUESTFOR INFO,RELATEDTO CLOSUREORDER
OF WESTBEACHLANDFILL

CRWQCBNAVY 02/27/82118 NOTIFICATIONOF JULYREG BOARDMTG AGENDA-CLOSUREREQUIREMENTS
DHS NAVY 03/29/80176 REQUESTFOR COMPLETIONOF QUESTIONNAIRE
DHS NAVY 06/30/88215 NOTICEOF REMEDIALACTIONORDER

i DHS NAVY 11/29/79155 REQUESTFOR COMMENTSON QUESTIONNAIREDHS NAVY 06/22/84148 COMMENTSON PRELIMINARYPROPOSALFOR
VERIFICATIONSTEP- MAY 1984

I DHS NAVY 10/13/88242 RESPONSETO ARARSREQUESTDHS NAVY 08/28/87154 COMMENTSON RI/FSWORKPLAN
DHS NAVY 11/16/88254 COMMENTSON HEALTH& SAFETYPLAN

i EPA NAVY 06/30/87169 COMMENTSON WORKPLANFORVERIF.STEP-
CONFIRMATIONSTUDY

EPA NAVY 07/14/87171 SUBMISSIONOF MISSINGPAGEFROMCOMMENTSON
WORKPLAN- VERIF.STEP

m HLA CRWQCB02/11/88117 SUBMISSION- ADDITIONALANALYSISPLANOFPROPOSEDDREDGEMATERIAL
NAVY ACEH 08/25/78178 SUBMISSIONOF SANITARYLANDFILLSITESTUDY

i NAVY ACEH 10/11/78177 SUBMISSIONOF CORRECTEDPAGESFORSANITARYLANDFILLSITESTUDY
NAVY BAAQMD09/12/88206 SUBMISSIONOF SAMPLINGPLAN,QAPP& HEALTH

& SAFETYPLAN

I NAVY BAAQMD10/27/88248 SUBMISSIONOF LANDSWATPROPOSALNAVY BAAQMD06/22/88164 SUBMISSIONOF COMPLETEDQUESTIONNAIRESON
INACTIVELANDFILLS

!
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FROM TO DATE DOC# SUBJECT

I NAVY BAAQMD09/30/88226 SUBMISSIONOF AIR SAMPLINGPLANNAVY BAAQMD10/05/88235 REQUESTFORAPPLICABLEOR RELEVANT&
APPROPRIATEREQUIREMENTS-ARAR

i NAVY BAAQMD07/15/88222 SOLIDWASTEASSESSMENTTESTPROPOSAL
SCHEDULE

NAVY BAAQMD12/01/88256 MINUTESOF MEETINGON AIR SWATSCOPEOF
WORK

I NAVY BCDC 09/30/88231 SUBMISSIONOF AIR SAMPLINGPLANNAVY BCDC 10/27/88253 SUBMISSIONOF LANDSWATPROPOSAL
NAVY BCDC 10/05/88240 REQUESTFORAPPLICABLEOR RELEVANT&

l APPROPRIATEREQUIREMENTS-ARARNAVY BCDC 09/12/88211 SUBMISSIONOF SAMPLINGPLAN,QAPP& HEALTH
& SAFETYPLAN

NAVY CDFG 10/27/88250 SUBMISSIONOF LANDSWATPROPOSAL

NAVY CDFG 09/30/88228 SUBMISSIONOF AIR SAMPLINGPLANNAVY CDFG 10/05/88237 REQUESTFORAPPLICABLEOR RELEVANT&
APPROPRIATEREQUIREMENTS-ARAR

NAVY CDFG 09/12/88208 SUBMISSIONOF SAMPLINGPLAN,QAPP& HEALTH
b SAFETYPLAN

NAVY CDE 10/27/88252 SUBMISSIONOF LANDSWATPROPOSAL
NAVY CDE 09/12/88210 SUBMISSIONOF SAMPLINGPLAN,QAPP& HEALTH

l & SAFETYPLANNAVY CDE 09/30/88230 SUBMISSIONOF AIR SAMPLINGPLAN
o

NAVY CDE 10/09/88239 REQUESTFORAPPLICABLEOR RELEVANT&

I APPROPRIATEILEQUIREMENTS-ARARNAVY CRWQCB04/30/84iii CONFIRMATIONOF SITEVISITDATEAND TIME
NAVY CRWQCB06/06/80116 SUBMISSIONOF SEISMICSTABILITYSTUDIESFOR

WESTBEACHLANDFILL

l NAVY CRWQCB09/20/83107 PRELIMINARYREPORTOF CONFIRMATIONSTUDYFORWESTBEACHLANDFILL
NAVY CRWQCB03/04/86121 PROVIDINGUPDATEON WEST BEACHLANDFILL

I CLOSURENAVY CR_K_CB12/31/84127 SUBMISSIONOF STATUSREPORTOF HAZARDOUS
WASTEINVESTIGATION

NAVY CRWQCB09/08/83109 SUBMISSIONOF LANDFILLCLOSUREAPPLICATION

l WESTBEACHLANDFILL
FOR

NAVY CRWQCB03/28/86183 RESPONSETO CRWQCBLETTEROF MARCH4, 1986
NAVY CRWQCB08/17/87198 COPYTO LETTER- SEE DOC.NO. 172

i NAVY CRWQCB07/18/83106 FY 83 MCONP-183,SOLIDWASTEDISPOSALSYSTEM,CLOSUREPLAN
NAVY CRWQCB10/29/86144 SUBMISSIONOF INTERIMGRADINGPLANFORPOND

I PREVENTIONATW.B.L.NAVY CRWQCB07/31/87140 COMMENTSON 19 JUNE1988MTGWITHDHS
NAVY CRWQCB08/19/86130 RESPONSETO CRWQCBLETTEROF AUGUST4, 1986
NAVY CRWQCB05/16/85105 SUBMISSIONOF DRAFTVERIFICATIONSTEP

CONFIRMATIONSTUDY
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I LISTINGOF ADMINISTRATIVERECORDFORNAS ALAMEDA

FROM TO DATE DOC# SUBJECT

I NAVY GRWQCB05/05/86142 PROVISIONOF TESTINGPLANFOR DREDGINGATSEAPLANELAGOON
NAVY CRWQGB10/15/84170 COPYTO LETTER- SEE DOC.NO. 182
NAVY CRWQCB05/03/88103 REQUESTFORJOINTSWATFORWESTBEACHAND

I 1943-1956LANDFILLSNAVY GRWQCB10/05/88234 REQUESTFORAPPLICABLEOR RELEVANT&
APPROPRIATEREQUIREMENTS-ARAR

I NAVY CRWQCB05/25/84188 COPYTO LETTER- SEEDOC.NO. 150NAVY CRWQCB08/29/86147 RESPONSETO CRWQCBLETTEROF AUGUST4, 1986
NAVY CRWQCB11/26/83122 PROVIDINGUPDATEON WESTBEACHLANDFILL

i CLOSURE- COVERMATERIALNAVY CRWQCB04/04/86123 REQUESTFORCOMMENTSON WORK PLANFOR CHAR.
STEP- CONFIRM.STUDY

NAVY CRWQCB05/17/84187 COPYTO LETTER- SEEDOC.NO. 157

I NAVY GRWQCB09/09/83114 COMMENTS-TENTATIVEORDERFOR CLASSII-2SOLIDWASTEDISPOSALSITE
NAVY CRWQCB05/16/83184 MGON PROJECTP-183,SOLIDWASTEDISPOSAL

SYSTEM- W.B.LANDFILL
NAVY GRWQCB02/12/86190 COPYTO LETTER- SEEDOC.NO. 156
NAVY CRWQCB08/21/84201 COPYTO LETTER- SEEDOC.NO. 159
NAVY GRWQCB02/09/87. 134 REQUEST FOR COMMENTSONUSEOFCLAMSHELL

I DREDGEDSPOILSAS COVERNAVY CRWQCB02/12/86136 UPDATEON CHARACTERIZATIONSTEP -
CONFIRMATIONSTUDY

I NAVY GRWQCB08/27/75137 NOTIFICATIONOF EXPECTEDDATEFOR PLACEMENTOF COVERON LANDFILL
NAVY CRWQCB10/20/87112 REQUESTCOMMENTSRE:USE OF CLAMSHELL

DREDGEMATL.FORLNDFLCVR.

I NAVY CRWQCB06/15/87139 NOTIFICATIONOF MTG.W/ EPA,CRWQCB,DHS &NAVYON JUNE19, 1987
NAVY CRWQCB04/25/86146 RESPONSETO GRWQCBLETTEROF MARCH4, 1986

I NAVY CRWQCB09/12/88203 SUBMISSIONOF SAMPLINGPLAN,QAPP& HEALTH& SAFETYPLAN
NAVY CRWQCB10/27/88247 SUBMISSIONOF LANDSWATPROPOSAL
NAVY CRWQCB11/26/86181 RESPONSETO CRWQCBLETTEROF NOVEMBER14,

I 1986NAVY GRWQGB07/15/88219 SOLIDWASTEASSESSMENTTESTPROPOSAL
SCHEDULE

I NAVY CRWQCB09/30/88225 SUBMISSIONOF AIR SAMPLINGPLANNAVY CRWQCB10/01/86132 SUBMISSIONOF AERIALSURVEYOF THEW.B.
LANDFILL

NAVY GRWQCB07/28/86143 REQUESTFOR EXTENSIONFOR SUBMITTALOF POND
PREVENTIONPLAN

NAVY GRWQCB01/27/87145 SUBMISSIONOF AS-BUILINTERIMGRADINGPLAN
FORW.B.LANDFILL

!
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N LISTINGOF ADMINISTRATIVERECORDFORNASALAMEDA

N FROM TO DATE DOC # SUBJECT

N NAVY DHS 02/15/83119 RESPONSETO DHS LETTEROF JANUARY24,1983" INTERIMSTATUSDOG.
NAVY DHS 09/30/88224 SUBMISSIONOF AIR SAMPLINGPLAN

I NAVY DHS 05/25/84150 REQUESTFOR COMMENTSON WORKPLAN - VERIFSTEP - CONFIRMATIONSTUDY
NAVY DHS 02/12/86156 REQUESTFOR FURTHERCOMMENTSON VERIF.STEP

FINDINGS

I NAVY DHS 03/29/84179 SUBMISSIONOF CONFIRMATIONSTUDYFORWESTBEACHLANDFILL
NAVY DHS 12/31/84113 COPYTO LETTER- SEEDOC.NO. 127

N NAVY DHS 05/16/85118 COPYTO LETTER- SEEDOC.NO. 105NAVY DHS 10/05/88233 REQUESTFOR APPLICABLEOR RELEVANT&
APPROPRIATEREQUIREMENTS- ARAR

NAVY DHS 02/12/86189 COPYTO LETTER- SEEDOC.NO. 136

N NAVY DHS 05/18/88133 ISSUANCEOF REMEDIALACTIONORDERNAVY DHS 08/21/84159 COMMENTSFROMJULY26,1984MTG.W/ CRNQCB,
DHS ANDNAVY

NAVY DHS 04/04/86183 COPYTO LETTER- SEEDOC.NO. 123
NAVY DHS 12/21/79149 SUBMISSIONOF HAZARDOUSWASTEINVENTORY

FORM
NAVY DHS 06/13/87152 NOTIFICATIONOF MEG.W/EPA,CRWQCB,DHS &

I NAVYON JUNE 19,1987NAVY DHS 09/12/88204 SUBMISSIONOF SAMPLINGPLAN,QAPP& HEALTH
& SAFETYPLAN

N NAVY DHS 08/17/87200 COPYTO LETTER- SEEDOG.NO. 172NAVY DHS 07/15/88221 SOLIDWASTEASSESSMENTTESTPROPOSAL
SCHEDULE

N NAVY DHS 05/17/83191 SUBMISSIONOF INITIALASSESSMENTSTUDYNAVY DHS 10/15/84182 SUBMISSIONOF INFO.CONFIRMEDIN NAVY
LETTEROF AUGUST21,1984

NAVY DHS 05/17/84157 CONFIRMATIONOF TIMETABLESRELATEDTO

I CONFIRMATIONSTUDYNAVY DHS 10/27/88246 SUBMISSIONOF LANDSWATPROPOSAL
NAVY EPA 03/29/84186 SUBMISSIONOF CONFIRMATIONSTUDYFORNEST

N BEACHLANDFILLNAVY EPA 08/17/87172 RESPONSETO EPA'SCOMMENTSON NORKPLkN-
VERIF.STEP

NAVY EPA 09/12/88203 SUBMISSIONOF SAMPLINGPLAN,QAPP& HEALTH

N & SAFETYPLANNAVY EPA 07/15/88220 SOLIDWASTEASSESSMENTTESTPROPOSAL
SCHEDULE

NAVY EPA 06/04/81165 SUBMISSIONOF COMPLETEDNOTIFICATIONOF
HAZARDOUSWASTESITEFORM

NAVY EPA 10/05/88232 REQUESTFORAPPLICABLEOR RELEVANT&
APPROPRIATEREQUIREMENTS-ARAR

!
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l FROM TO DATE DOC_ SUBJECT

I NAVY EPA 09/30/88223 SUBMISSIONOF AIR SAMPLINGPLAN
NAVY EPA 06/15/87168 NOTIFICATIONOF MTG.W/ EPA,CRWQCB,DHS&

I NAVYON JUNE19, 1987NAVY EPA 05/17/83180 SUBMISSIONOF INITIALASSESSMENTSTUDY
NAVY EPA 04/15/88217 SUBMISSIONOF HAZARDOUSRANKINGSYSTEM

(HRS)PACKAGE

I NAVY EPA 10/27/88245 SUBMISSIONOF LANDSWATPROPOSALNAVY NOAA 09/30/88229 SUBMISSIONOF AIR SAMPLINGPLAN
NAVY NOAA 10/27/88251 SUBMISSIONOF LANDSWATPROPOSAL

i NAVY NOAA 10/05/88238 REQUESTFORAPPLICABLOR RELEVANT&APPROPRIATEREQUIREMENTS-ARAR
NAVY NOAA 09/12/88209 SUBMISSIONOF SAMPLINGPLAN,QAPP& HEALTH

& SAFETYPLAN

I NAVY USFWS 10/27/88249 SUBMISSIONOF LANDSWATPROPOSALNAVY USFWS 10/05/88236 REQUESTFORAPPLICABLEOR RELEVANTb
APPROPRIATEREQUIREMENTS-ARAR

NAVY USFWS 09/12/88207 SUBMISSIONOF SAMPLINGPLAN,QAPP& HEALTH
& SAFETYPLAN

NAVY USFWS 09/30/88227 SUBMISSIONOF AIR SAMPLINGPLAN
NOAA NAVY 10/12/88241 COMMENTSON DRAFTSAMPLINGPLAN

I O8/17/81 COMMENTSON PROPOSEDDREDGING
RAC NAVY 166

ACEH Alameda County Environmental Health

t BAAQMD BayAreaAir QualityManagementDistrictBCDC San FranciscoBay Conservationand DevelopmentCommission
CDFG CaliforniaDepar_nentof Fishand Game

i COE U.S.ArmyCorpsof EngineersCRWQCB CaliforniaRegionalWaterQualityControlBoard
DHS CaliforniaDepartmentof HealthServices
EPA U.S.EnvironmentalProtectionAgency
HLA HardingLawsonAssociates
NOAA NationalOceanicandAtmosphericAdministration
RAC CaliforniaResourcesAgency
USFWS U.S.FishandWildlifeService
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APPENDIXE

I RESPONSETO PUBLICCOMMENTSON THE
NAS ALAMEDACOMMUNITYRELATIONSPLAN

!
From: Alameda Peace Education Network (APEN), # 1

I CommentSummary: APEN assertedthat the role of the independenttechnical
expert to the TechnicalReview Committee(TRC)as a liaison

l betweenthe TRC and the Citizen'sAdvisoryCommittee(CAC) andas a communityadvocatewas not clearlystated in the Community
RelationsPlan (CRP). Specifictechnicalareas of concernthat
APEN noted were the potentialfor contaminationof Alameda

I wells, health-based versus technology-based cleanup standards,a new technology assessment for the Remedial Action Plan (RAP),

preference for in-situ cleanup methods, and the risk/benefit

i analysis of the RAP.
Response: As described in Section 7.1 of the CRP, the TRC is a Navy

Installation Restoration (IR) policy requirement. The role of

iJ the technical is to ensure that technicaldata is
expert

accuratelyinterpreted,and that appropriateremedialactions
are implemented. This role encompassesprovidinginput on
those specifictechnicalareas identifiedby APEN. Moreover,
the Navy plans to conducttechnicalworkshopsto educatethe
communityon specifictechnicalissuesrelatedto site
activities. (See Section7.2 of the CRP and the responseto

I followlngcomment.)
the

I From: Alameda Peace Education Network, # 2
Comment

i Summary: APEN suggested that the following topics be covered duringtechnical workshops for the community: toxic effects, toxic
risk evaluation procedures, risk/benefit analysis procedures,
cleanup technologles, and hydrogeologlcal and ecologlcal

I principles.
Response: Determination of the content of the technical workshops will be

I made after consultation with the TRC and the CAC. The CACwould be the appropriate forum for suggesting topics to be
covered during technical workshops for the community.

I From: APEN, # 3

l CommentSummary: APEN stated that delays should be avoided in posting required
notices at the picnic area and fishing pier.

!



!

Response: The Navy is committed to minimizing potential exposure to

community members and Navy personnel, and plans to post a sign
at the fishing pier, as recommended in the final draft of the
Public Health and Environmental Evaluation Plan (PHEEP). The

sign at the fishing pier will be posted by 28 February 1989.

l No delays will be permitted in posting warning signs at thefishing pier or elsewhere should such a need arise.

l From: Alameda Peace Education Network, # 4

Comment

I Summary: APEN assertedthat epidemiologlcalstudiesshouldbe"anticipated"if human health risks are confirmed.

i Response: The Navy has submitted a PHEEP for regulatory review as part of
the requirements for the Remedial Action Order (RAO) issued by
the California Department of Health Services (DHS). The

purpose of this document is to determine if human or

l environmental health risks are present. After completion ofthis document the Navy will evaluate the appropriateness of an

epidemiological study.

l From: AlamedaPeaceEducationNetwork,# 5

L CommentSummary: APEN suggested that discussions between the Navy and

l representativesof the nativeAmericancommunitybe conducted

to developappropriatecontingencyproceduresshould Indian
burial groundsbe discoveredduring site cleanup.

Response: The Navy will contactappropriaterepresentativesof the native

l Americancommunityprior to beginningcleanupat NAS AlamedaIRsites. Furthermore,the Navy will take all reasonablesteps to
avoid disturbingIndianburialgrounds,shouldthey be

l identifiedon NAS Alamedaproperty (nonehave been discoveredto date).

I From: AlamedaPeace EducationNetwork,# 6
Comment

l Summary: APEN suggested that Appendix D of the CRP (a listing of theAdministrative Record) be sorted by both date and agency.

Response: To minimize redundancy in the CRP, Appendix D will remain in

l its current form. Any questions regarding the Administrative
Record should be referred to Virginia Felker-Thorpe at (415)
869-4101. To clarify further Appendix D, all abbreviations

included in Appendix D will be explained in the back of

Appendix D.

E - 2
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From: AlamedaPeace EducationNetwork,# 7

I Comment

Summary: APEN statedthat the awardingof contractsby the Navy should

I be consistentwlthmlnorlty hiring practicesas specifiedunderCERCLA §lOS(f).

i Response: The Navy is evaluatingits contractingproceduresunder CERCLAto ensureconsistencywith Section105(f).

I From: AlamedaPeace EducationNetwork,# 8
Comment

i Summary: APEN statedthat concernsmay increaseover worker safety ifnon-unloncontractorsare used duringsite cleanup.

Response: As requiredunder the RAO issuedby DHS, the Navy has completed

I a Health and SafetyPlan. Among the requirementsof this planare the standardsfor the protectionof personnelperforming
sampling,monitoring,or cleanupactivitiesat the NAS Alameda

I IR sites.

From: AlamedaPeace EducationNetwork,# 9

Comment
Summary: APEN expressedconcernthat signsbe posted at any areas of

I "confirmedor suspected"areas of contamination.
Response: As describedabove (seeresponseto APEN, comment# 3), warning

signs will be postedwhereverpotentialexposureto

I contamination threatenhuman healthor the environment.
may

The Navy is committedto minimizingpotentialexposureto
communitymembersand Navy personnel.

I
From: AlamedaPeace EducationNetwork,# I0

I Comment
Summary: APEN also expressedconcernregardlngpossiblehazardsto

fishermenresultingfrom fish contaminatedby the Seaplane

I Lagoon.
Response: No informationcurrentlyexists to suggestthat fish are

i contaminatedfrom the SeaplaneLagoon. However, if evidenceofsuch a threat is discovered,the Navy willtakeallreasonable
steps to protectthe healthand safetyof fishermen,nearby
residents,and Navy personnel. A more thoroughinvestigation
into this matter falls under the scope of the PHEEP.
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From: AlamedaPeace EducationNetwork,# ii

I CommentSummary: APEN expressedthe same concernover the possibleexistenceof
Indianburial groundsat NAS Alamedaas APEN (seeAPEN comment

# 5).
Response: Pleaserefer to the responseto APEN, comment# 5.

l From: AlamedaPeace EducationNetwork,# 12

I CommentSummary: APEN suggested that an independent technical advisor be
appointed to both the TRC and the CAC.

I Response: As describedin Section7.1 of the CRP, the CAC will have the
responsibilityto chooseone of its membersas a representative
on the TRC. The CAC is welcometo selecta representativefrom

l an independent scientific or technical institution as itsrepresentative to the TRC.

I From: Alameda Peace Education Network, # 13

Comment

Summary: APEN requested a written reply from the Navy in response to
the issues raised by base employee at the September 26, 1988
community meeting.

I Response: NAS Alameda will provide a written response to base employee
and APEN by 20 February 1989.

I From: East Bay Coalition for a Demilitarized Bay (EBCDB), # i

l CommentSummary: EBCDB requested that their organization title in Appendices A-I
and A-2 be corrected.

l Response: Corrections have been made.

l From: Greenpeace,# i
Comment

i Summary: Greenpeacerecommendedadding a communityrelationstechniqueaimed at reachingpast facilityemployeesand military
personnelfor the purposeof determiningthese people's
potentialhealth risks posed by the contamination.They
recommendedusing Navy publicationsor a personnelrecords
searchto accomplishthis task.
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Response: The Navy will determine its policy regarding contacting pastemployees and military personnel, and will consider this
recommendation when developing that policy. The Navy has not
yet determined the health risk posed by the contamination, but

will make this determination during the NAS Alameda IR process.

From: Greenpeace,# 2
Comment
Summary: Greenpeace expressedconcernabout how NAS Alameda will handle

toxic material from new construction.
Response: While not part of the Navy'sNAS AlamedaIR program,the Navy

will addressissuessurroundingcurrentpracticeswithin thescope of at least one fact sheet.

From: Greenpeace,# 3
Comment

Summary: Greenpeaceexpressedconcernthat Pier 2 and Pier 3 are notincorporatedinto the site description.

Response: These areas are no longerpart of the Navy's NAS AlamedaIR

_l_ The decisionnot to includethese sites in the NAS
program.
AlamedaIR programis based on the Navy's evaluationof these
and other sites in the 1983 InitialAssessmentStudy,which

found thatno significantcontaminationexistedat Pier 2 orPier 3. Both theU.S. EnvironmentalProtectionAgency (EPA)
and DHS concurredwith the Pier 2 and Pier 3 findings.

From: Greenpeace,# 4

CommentSummary: Greenpeaceexpressedan interestin seeingthe Navy conducta
sedimentsamplestudy to determinepreviousreactorspills.

Response: The Navy conducteda sedimentevaluationof Pier 2 and Pier
3

in May 1988.

From: Greenpeace,# 5

CommentSummary: Greenpeaceexpressedconcernregardingthe Navy not conducting
a sedimenttransportstudy of San FranciscoBay.

Response: The Navy cooperateswith EPA, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,
and other agencies in conducting sediment transport studies
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when they are required for Navy projects. This is not a part

i of the NAS Alameda IR program.

From: Greenpeace, # 6

I Comment

Summary: Greenpeace requested that the spelling of interviewee's name in
AppendicesA-I and A-2 be corrected.

l Response: Corrections have been made.

l From: Western States Legal Foundation (WSLF), # i

l CommentSummary: WSLF recommendedestablishinga procedurefor communitymembers
to obtaincopiesof documentsplaced in the information
repository,perhapsby attachinga mail-lncoupon to the

l announcementof a documentbeing added to the repository.
Response: While copies of documentsare availablefor review in the

l informationrepository,communitymembersor other interestedpartiesmay requestadditionalcopiesby sendinga letterto
VirginiaFelker,Thorpe,the NAS AlamedaPublicAffairsOfficer,
at the followingaddress:

CommandingOfficer
Naval Air Station(CodeOB)

l Alameda,CA 94501-5000Attention: VirginiaFelker-Thorpe

I From: Western States Legal Foundation, # 2

Comment

l Summary: WSLF recommended briefing the county supervisors and members ofthe countyTask Force on Navy homeportingas well as Alameda
city officials. They recommendedthat the Navy coordinatewith

l the CountyAdministrator'sofficeregardingthese briefings.
Response: As identifiedin Section7.3.d in the CRP, NAS Alamedaplans to

brief interestedlocal,State,and federalelectedofficials.

I To reflectthe emphasisof this comment,the Navy has revisedthis sectionof the CRP to includeinterestedcounty officials
beyond electedofficials.

!
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From: WesternStatesLegal Foundation,# 3

CommentSummary: WSLF suggestedaddingthe CountyTask Force on Navy Homeporting
to the mailingllst.

Response: The Navy has added the task force to the mailing list.

From: WesternStatesLegal Foundation,# 4
Comment

Summary: WSLF recommendedconductingextensiveoutreachto past andpresentfacilityemployeesand militarypersonnelto determine
the sourcesand extentof contaminationat the facility. They

recommendedworkingwith the unions and other facility
organizationsto determinethe best method for obtaining
informationwhile assuringno adverseconsequencesresult for
individualsprovidinginformation.

Response: The Navy will determineits policy of involvingpast and
presentfacilityemployeesand militarypersonnelin the

identificationof possiblesourcesof contamination. The Navywill considerthis recommendationwhen developingthat pollcy.
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